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Sn Memoriam 


Edward Ualentine 
1838——1930 


Our Honored and Beloved President, 
President Emeritus and oldest member. 
From young manhood until a very ad- 
vanced age he was a devoted mem- 
ber of the Society and received as 
he deserved, the highest honor 

This de- 
votion was shown at the 
end of his life by a 
munificent bequest 
to the Society. 


it could pay him. 


In a later number of the Magazine a full 
tribute will be published. 
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LOWER NORFOLK COUNTY RECORDS 
1636-1646 


[A number of years ago the chapter of D. A. R. in Norfolk, 
Virginia, presented $100.00 to this Society on condition that 
it be spent “as far as it would go” in copying the earliest 
records of Lower Norfolk County. A fine copy bound in two 
volumes was made of the records between the dates of May 
1637, “First Court of Lower Norfolk County”, and October 
15, 1646. These volumes were sent to this Society. 

Many extracts from Virginia county records have been pub- 
lished ; but in no case, so far as this writer knows, has any 
county record in full ever been printed, including either the 
whole life of a county or that of a part of it. The Essex In- 
stitute of Salem, Mass., has published a series of volumes 
containing the complete records of Essex County in that State. 
Nothing has been eliminated or suppressed. 

The complete record of any county gives the best material 
for its history, though it should always be remembered that 
a court having criminal as well as civil jurisdiction does not 
give a fair or complete account of the civilization and morals 
of that particular county. The great majority of people of good 
character are not mentioned but the minority who have crim- 
inalinal charges do appear. 

In this publication in the Virginia Magazine all the records 
of Lower Norfolk, 1636-1646, are given; no facts are sup- 
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pressed but some of the very gross language which appears as 
not printable in even an historical magazine. Nor has it been 
deemed necessary to print the names in these cases. There were 
cases of immorality among the higher classes but most of the 
charges of such behavior were made by servants or by men and 
women of the poorer farmer class. Many of these seem to have 
been coarse in language and behavior and in most cases the 
charges were found to be false. This is not only true as to 
Lower Norfolk but in regard to many other counties. ] 


Lower NorrotK County Court Recorps 
At a Court 
Holden in the Lower County of New Norfolk 
the 15th of May 1637 
Present—Capt. Adam Thorowgood Esgqr. 


Capt. John Sibsey Mr. Francis Mason 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. William Julian 
Mr. Robert Came 


The deposition of Gilbert Guy, age 28 years or thereabouts— 
Sworn and examined, sayeth that being at the house of Wil- 
liam Fowler, discoursing with him concerning certain cask 
found by the servants of Capt. Adam Thorowgood by the 
seaside, but afterwards being seized and fetched away by the 
aforesaid William Fowler, the aforesaid deponent told him it 
would vex him to have the casks taken away from him, where- 
upon the wife of the said William Fowler asked, who would 
take them from him? The said deponent answered, Capt. 
Thorowgood, upon which she, the said Anne Fowler, answered, 
“Let Capt. Thorowgood * * * ” 

William Tanner. age 36 years or thereabouts, sworn and 
examined sayeth—That being in company with Gilbert Guy 
at the house of William Fowler, he, the said deponent heard 
Gilbert Guy tell William Fowler that it would vex him to 
have the casks which he had fetched home taken from him 
whereupon the wife of the said Fowler asked who would take 
them from him? The said Gilbert answered, Capt. Thorow- 
good. Upon which she, the said Anne Fowler answered “Let 
Capt. Thorow: 
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Whereas it doth appear to this Court by the oaths of sev- 
eral witnesses, that the wife of 
of Linhaven, planter, did, in a shameful uncomely and irrev- 
erant manner, bid Capt. Thorowgood * * * , with the aggra- 
vation of many unusual terms—lIt is therefore ordered that 
the said shall, for her offense, receive twenty 
stripes upon her bare shoulders and ask forgiveness of the 
said Capt. Thorowgood here now in Court and also the en- 
sueing Sunday at Linhaven. 


Gilbert Guy, age 28 years, or thereabouts—sworn and ex- 
amined, sayeth that, being at the house of William Fowler 
when Thomas Keeling, agent of Capt. Adam Thorowgood, 
came to demand certain Cask which were found and marked by 
the servants of the said Capt. Thorowgood, he heard Mrs. 
Fowler, the wife of William Fowler, in a most railing man- 
ner, call the said Thomas Keeling, Jackanapes, Newgate rogue 
and brigand and told him if he did not get him out of doors 
she would break his head. 


James Sterling age 24 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined sayeth—that being at the house of William Fowler 
when Thomas Keeling agent of Capt. Adam Thorowgood 
came to demand certain cask which were found and marked 
by the servants of Capt. Thorowgood, he heard Anne Fowler, 
the wife of William Fowler in a most railing manner, call the 
said Keeling, Jackanapes, Newgate rogue and brigand and 
told him if he did not get out of doors she would break his 
head. 

Whereas it doth appear to this Court that Anne Fowler, the 
wife of William Fowler, of Linhaven, planter, hath in a most 
shameful and reproachful manner, defamed Thomas Keeling 
of Linhaven aforesaid, with abusive names and promiscuous 
speeches, it is therefore ordered that the said Anne Fowler 
shall ask Thomas Keeling forgiveness here in this Court and 
the next Sabbath at the dwelling house of Capt. Thorowgood. 

Where as Sarah , widow, being big with child and 
destitute of any place of abiding, did complain of the same 
unto the right worshipful Sir John Harvey, Knight, Governor, 
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etc. who did order that the aforesaid Sarah should forthwith 
be married unto , the reported father of her 
child, man-servant to Capt. Willobe, the same being first law- 
fully asked, it is therefore ordered that Mr. John Wilson, 
minister of Elizabeth River, after lawful publication of the 
bans, shall solemnize matrimony them—it is also further or- 
dered that Robert Darby, agent of Capt. Thomas Willobe, 
shall give towards the maintenance of the said Sarah, one 
bushel of corn in the behalf of Capt. Willobe, and likewise 
to give leave unto the foregoing to go to the 
said Sarah Parflit at convenient times, not hindering his mas- 
ter’s business. 

Whereas John Burnett, merchant, hath left a parcel of goods 
in the custody of Capt. Sibsey and has likewise given him or- 
der to have them appraised, it is therefore ordered that Henry 
Seawell, Cornelius Loyd, John Cater and John Watkins shall 
be sworn to make due appraisment of them and to give in a 
true account at the next Court of the appraisement by them 
made. 

William Rainsheir, one certificate for five servants and Mr. 
Sivell Gasking in the Merchants Hope, 1635, William Brewer 
in the Marmaduke 1634; Henry Joanes in the George 1636; 
Richard Ethorville in the Bonaventure 1634; John Hawiey in 
the American 1633 and John Wells in the George, 1636. 


At a Court 
holden at Linhaven in the Lower County of Norfolk 
the 7th of July 1637 
Present—Capt. Adam Thorowgood Esgqr. 


Capt. John Sibsey Mr. William Julian 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Francis Mason 
Mr. Robert Came 


Henry Hawking, age 22 years or thereabouts, sayeth: that 
being at the Warrikesquiacke plantation they were there jest- 
ing concerning rare ripe pumpkins whereupon George Locke 
told him that [was guilty of immorality]. 
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Thomas Rivers, alias Marsh, age 21 years or thereabouts 
sayeth; that [confirming the above statement]. 

Whereas it doth appear to this Court that , of 
Elizabeth River, tailor, did report that he had [criminal con- 
nection with] to the great impeaching and scan- 
dalizing of her credit, and no truth or likelihood of the said 
report appearing, It is therefore ordered that said 
shall ask the said —— ’s forgiveness here now in 
Court and the next ensuing Sabbath at Capt. John Sibsey’s 
at the time of divine service and further that the said 
shall pay the fees and charges of the Court. 


Whereas the said did confess and acknowl- 
edge himself to be drunk at the same time when he did scanda- 
lize the said , It is therefore ordered that the said 


, shall, for his said offence, pay unto the sheriff 
of this County for the building of a pair of stocks. 

Whereas it doth appear that Oliver Hankoke of the eastern 
side of Linhaven, planter, did borrow of Thomas Cheely, half 
a barrel of corn, in his great necessity, and now denying to 
pay the said corn, It is therefore ordered that the said Oliver 
Hankoke, shall within this ten days, pay the said corn, other- 
wise to pay so much tobacco as the said corn would produce at 
this instant. 

Robert Hayes, one certificate for the transportation of eight 
persons, viz: himself, and his wife, Amos Wortman, Mary 
Wortman, Thomas Wortman, John Wortman, Alexander Hayes 
& Nathaniel Hayes. 


At a Court 
holden in the Lower County of New Norfolk 
the 26th of October 1637 
Present—Capt. Adam Thorowgood, Esqr. 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. William Julian 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Francis Mason 


Whereas it doth appear to this Court that John Penrice of 
the county of Elizabeth City, carpenter, is indebted unto Cor- 
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nelius Lloyd in the sum of eight hundred weight of Virginia 
tobacco as by specialty appeareth, it is ordered that the said 
John Penrice shall pay the said sum of tobacco at or before 
the first of December next ensuing or else execution to be 
awarded. 

Whereas it doth appear to this Court that Thomas Allen of 
the County of Elizabeth City, merchant, did transport the 
goods and servants of Henry Southern and William Laton of 
the aforesaid County, planter, from the Back river at Kequitan, 
into Linhaven, no freight being agreed upon, It is therefore 
ordered that the said William Laton shall pay unto the said 
Thomas Allen the sum of five hundred weight of Virginia to- 
bacco in leaf, at or before the 20th of November next ensuing 
provided that the said William Laton cannot produce a former 
agreement for the transportation of the said goods and ser- 
vants betwixt the aforesaid Henry Southern and Thomas 
Allen. 

Whereas it doth appear that John Boulter did buy of Mat- 
thew Heyward four barrels of Indian Corn being in the house 
of Robert Jones the which Jones, the aforesaid Boulter coming 
to demand a while after without any notice or token from under 
Heyward’s hand, the said Jones denied to deliver, but being 
very earnest for it, the said Jones delivered two barrels and 
a bushel of it. It is therefore ordered that the said Robert 
Jones shall repay the aforesaid corn by the first of January or 
else execution to be awarded. 

Whereas it doth appear that William Shipp of the Lower 
County of Norfolk, planter, doth stand indebted unto George 
White of Nansemond, clerk, in the sum of 115 pounds of to- 
bacco and four barrels of Indian corn, as per specialty appear- 
eth, it is therefore ordered that the aforesaid William Shipp 
shall pay the aforesaid sum of tobacco and corn by the Ist of 
January or else execution be awarded. 

Whereas it doth appear that William Julian of the Lower 
County of Norfolk, planter, doth owe and stand indebted unto 
Henry Hall, of the aforesaid county, planter, one sow shoat 
as by sufficient proof appeareth, it is therefore ordered that the 
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said William Julian shall pay unto the said Richard [so in the 
original. Jas. H. P.] Hall one sow shoat or one hundred 
weight of tobacco in leaf by the 25th of December next ensu- 


ing, otherwise execution to be awarded. 


At a Court 
holden the Lower County of Norfolk the 10th of 
January 1637. 
Present—Capt. Adam Thorowgood, Esgqr. 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. William Julian 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Francis Mason 


Whereas it doth appear that Robt. Eires of Elizabeth City 
River planter, is indebted unto John Angood, merchant, the 
sum of 2000 pound of tobacco in leaf, as by specialty appear- 
eth, It is therefore ordered that the aforesaid Robt. Eires shall 
pay the said sum of tobacco unto the said John Angood or his 
assignes, within fifteen days after the date hereof, otherwise 
execution awarded. 

Whereas it doth appear to this Court that Thomas Bullock, 
chicurgeon, is indebted unto William Perry of the County of 
Elizabeth City the sum of 532 pounds of tobacco in leaf; It 
is therefore ordered that Thomas Bullock shall pay unto Wil- 
liam Perry or his assignes, the aforesaid sum of tobacco within 
ten days after the date hereof. 

Whereas it doth appear that Thomas Davis of Elizabeth 
River, tailor, doth owe unto Thomas Rudder of Linhaven, 
planter, the sum of 700 weight of tobacco in leaf, It is therefore 
ordered that the said Thomas Davis shall, within the space of 
ten days after the date hereof, pay aforesaid sum of tobacco 
or otherwise execution be awarded. 

Whereas Thomas Davis, tailor, hath produced an account or 
oath here now in Court containing, 970 weight of tobacco due 
from Thomas Codd planter, It is therefore ordered that the 
aforesaid tobacco due upon the said account unless he, the 
said Thomas Codd, can prove the aforesaid sum of tobacco 
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Whereas Peter Porter, carpenter, did buy of Daniel Tanner 
of Elizabeth Carpenter, two kids without bargaining for 
the price thereof, but now refusing to pay according as the 
said Daniel Tanner sold kinds at the same time he bought these. 
It is therefore ordered that the aforesaid Peter Porter shall for 
the said two kids pay 120 weight of tobacco. Further it is 
ordered that Daniel Tanner shall, within this ten days, pay unto 
the said Peter Porter the sum of 72 pounds of tobacco being 
due for six days work. 


Whereas it doth appear that William Julian doth stand in- 
debted unto Richard Kennon, chircurgeon, in the quantity of 
700 weight of tobacco in leaf. It is therefore or ered that the 
aforesaid William Julian shall, within ten days after the date 
hereof, pay the aforesaid sum of tobacco or else execution to 
be awarded. 

Whereas it doth appear by sufficient testimony that Christo- 
pher Burrows of Linhaven, planter, hath chaffered and bar- 
gained with Indians without any license from the Governor or 
Council. It is ordered therefore that the aforesaid Christopher 
Burrows shall pay as a fine for the said offense the sum of 500 
weight of tobacco by the Ist of October next ensuing, 1638, to 
be employed in whatever the Court shall see fit. 

Whereas Daniel Tanner of Elizabeth City, carpenter, stands 
bound with John Penrice of York, carpenter, for the perform- 
ance of certain building due to Capt. Adam Thorowgood but 
the said building not being finished according to apecialty, 
whereby the aforesaid Capt. Thorowgood was constrained to 
hire men to finish the said work: It is therefore ordered that 
the aforesaid Daniel Tanner shall pay unto Capt. Thorowgood 
the tobacco he hath disbursed in men’s wages to finish the said 
building—It is like wise further ordered that the aforesaid 
Daniel Tanner shall, within ten days after the date hereof, pay 
unto the said Capt. Adam Thorowgood three barrels of Indian 
corn, being an account of the bill wherein he standeth bound 
with t he aforesaid Penrice. 

Whereas Robert Ward, planter, hath justly and truly served 
William Julian of the Lower County of Norfolk, planter, from 
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the 20th of September to the 20th of December next ensuing, 
as by sufficient proof appeareth: It is therefore ordered that 
the aforesaid William Julian shal pay lunto Robert Ward, the 
sum of 300 weight of tobacco in leaf, within ten days from the 
date hereof. 

Deposition of Robert West age 24 years of thereabouts, taken 
the 16th day of January, 1637. This deponent being sworn 
and examined sayeth: that he spoke to the Indian that lives 
with Christopher Burrows to make him a weir who promised he 
would. But the Indian neglecting his promise and putting him 
off with divers delays the aforesaid deponent demanded of 
Christopher Burrows why the Indian came out to make him a 
weir who answered, he should make him none unless he would 
give him a pair of breeches and a pair of shoes and stockings. 

Thomas Cheely age 40 years or thereabouts, sworn & ex- 
amined, sayeth: that the Indian which did usually abide at 
Christopher Burrows, his house, did there remain 40 days after 
the Acts of Assembly were read at Capt. Thorougoods and that 
he went away then but came again about two months after and 
was entertained by the aforesaid Christopher Burrows, thinking 
there had been peace between them and the English but so soon 
as Capt. Howell came and told Christopher Burrows that Capt. 
Sibsey’s boy was hurt with the Indians, the aforesaid Indian 
went forth of the door and was never see n since. 

Thomas Keeling age 24 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined sayeth: That Christopher Burrows told him the said 
deponent, that if he did not pay unto Capt. Adam Througgood 
the tobacco which he owed him for a negro, within ten days 
after the date thereof that then he, the said Christopher Bur- 
rows, would restore unto Capt. Adam Thorougood his negro 
again. 

Robert Hayes, age 44 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined, sayeth: that he heard Capt. Adam Thorougood demand 
of Christopher Burrows, the tobacco which he owed him for a 
negro, who answered, if he did not pay the aforesaid tobacco 
within ten days that then, he, the said Christopher Burrows, 
would restore the negro again. 
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Francis Mason, age 42 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined, sayeth: that he, the said deponent, did see Capt. John 
Sibsey about the middle of May last past, deliver one firkin of 
butter to James Hawley who retained it for the use of Gabriel 
Hawley. 

Daniel Tanner age 56 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined, sayeth: that about the 4th of Apri. last past, the said 
deponent, by the appointment of Gabriel Hawley, did demand 
twelve pairs of shoes of Capt. John Sibsey for the aforesaid 
Hawley’s use and received them. 

Jarvis Mason age 26 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined, sayeth: that he the said deponent about the middle of 
March last past, did by the appointment of Capt. John Sibsey, 
carry over to Kequotan two barrels of Indian corn and de- 
livered to James Hawley for the use of Gabriel Hawley. 

Henry Thomson age 26 Years of thereabouts, sworn and 
examined, sayeth: that he, the said deponent, by the appoint- 
ment of Capt. John Sibsey, did deliver unto Gabriel Hawley 
one firkin of butter and about 20 pounds of soap. 


At a Court 
holden in the Lower County of New Norfolk 
the 2d. of April 1638 
Present: Capt. Adam Thorougood 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. William Julian 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Francis Mason 


Whereas it doth appear that certain of the servants of Capt. 
John Sibsey have, in the time of his absence, raised a mutiny 
against William Edwards, the agent of the aforesaid Capt. 
Sibsey, It is therefore ordered that the said servants shall, for 
their offence so committed, receive 100 stripes apiece, severally 
upon the bare shoulders. 

Whereas Robt. Eires did cause the body of Robt. Ward to 
be arrested to this Court, which he hath performed in per- 
sonal appearance according to the tenor of the warrant, to their 
great trouble and hindrance, the said Robert Eires not being 
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present in person nor yet by attorney to prosecute his suit; 
It is therefore ordered that the aforesaid Robert Eires shall 
stand and remain non-suited and also pay his damages and the 
charges of the Court. 


Whereas there was an order passed at this Court the 16th 
of January last that William Julian of the Lower County of 
Norfolk, planter, should pay unto Robert Ward of the said 
County, planter, the sum of 300 weight of tobacco for wages 
due unto the aforesaid Ward, but the said Julian not having 
performed the foregoing order, It is therefore ordered that the 
aforesaid William Julian shall, by the Ist of October next 
ensuing, pay the sum of 360 pounds of tobacco unto the afore- 
said Ward, or else execution be awarded. 

Whereas there was a difference between George Love and 
Thomas Marsh concerning a parcel of land which is now in 
the possession of Richard and it now appeareth that the said 
land belongeth no more to one than the other, It is therefore 
ordered that the said land be equally divided betwixt the afore- 
said three persons viz: fifty acres per poll, they the said per- 
sons so (to) divide the same that the one may not be prejudicial 
to the other. 


At a Court 
holden in the Lower County of New Norfolk the 
18th of May 1638 
Present: Capt. Adam Thorowgood Esqr. 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. William Julian 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Francis Mason 


Whereas it doth appear that Richard Loe, of Elizabeth River, 
planter, hath most falsely and after a most reproachful manner 
scandalized Anne Ruskings the wife of Henry Ruskings of 
the aforesaid County, planter, to the present impeaching of 
the aforesaid Anne Ruskings credit; It is therefore ordered 
that the aforesaid Richard, Loe shall, for the said offence, ask 
forgiveness the next Sabbath at the Parish Church of the 
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Lower Norfolk and the next ensuing Sabbath at Elizabeth 
River and further that the said Richard Loe shall pay for the 
building of a pair of stocks. 


Whereas it doth appear that Robert Joanes, planter, hath 
not give a true and just account unto Tristram Mason, car- 
penter, and the said Joanes, of the disbursement of their crop; 
It is therefore ordered that the said Joanes shall stand bound 
in the forfeiture of 1000 weight of tobacco to produce a gen- 
eral account, from the beginning of their copartnership, of all 
affairs, charges and disbursements that have been between 
them, the said two partners, at the next Court, holden at Capt. 
John Sibsey’s or elsewhere. 

Whereas Thomas Davis of Elizabeth River, tailor, hath 
produced an account here in this Court, amounting to the sum 
of 128 pounds of tobacco due from Richard Loe of the 
aforesaid county, planter, It is therefore ordered that the afore- 
said Richard Loe shall pay the said sum of tobacco unless he 
can, by sufficient testimony prove the payment thereof by the 
lst of October next ensuing. 

Whereas ti doth appear that Richard Loe, planter, hath 
bought of Thomas Marsh, planter, all his estate whatsoever 
here resident in Virginia but the said Loe denying to put in 
security for the payment of the tobacco due him upon the said 
bargain, It is therefore ordered that the aforesaid Thomas 
Marsh shall detain and keep in his custody the estate until such 
time as the aforesaid Richard Loe shall pay the tobacco. 

Whereas it doth appear that wife of Robt. 
of New Norfolk, carpenter, hath most falsely and 
after an abusive manner scandalized Capt. Sibsey in saying 
and she not now 
making the same appear by any proof to be reported by her 
to any other, It is therefore ordered that the said 
shall receive 100 stripes on her bare shoulders and likewise 
ask the said *s forgiveness here now in Court, 
and the next Sabbath at the Parish Church at the time of 
Divine Service. 
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At a Court 
holden in the Lower County of New Norfolk the 
10th of September 1638 
Present, Capt. Adam Thorowgood Esqr. 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. William Julian 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Francis Mason 


The deposition of William Whitby age 24 or thereabouts 
sworn and examined sayeth: that Margaret Harrington ser- 


vant to told him, the said deponent, that her 
mistress ——- —— had divers times had [criminal conversation] 
with , she the said Margaret saying likewise, 


that her mistress had often misused her but now she would be 
even with her. 


William Berry, servant to ——- ——, doth likewise testify 
that he heard the aforesaid Margaret say that 
had [criminal connection with] her mistress, , as 


above written. 

Whereas it doth appear that Thomas Cooper, joiner, did 
borrow of Thomas Lambert, planter, a boat to fetch some 
planks from Nansemond to finish certain work which he was 
to do for the said Thomas Lambert and the boat being in the 
said service accidently lost: It is therefore ordered that the 
said Thomas Cooper shall be the last of December next en- 
suing, pay unto the said Thomas Lambert, the sum of 400 
pounds of tobacco being the one half of the appraisement of 
the said boat, the other half to be borne by Thomas Lambert. 

Whereas William Berry and Anthony Hewett, servants to 
Mr. , did depose against William Whitty in a 
case altogether false ond fained, and being thereof lawfully con- 
victed by sufficient proof and testimony and having also spoken 
certain scandalous words concerning Capt. Thorowgood and 
Capt. Sibsey to the great impeachment of their credits: It is 
therefore ordered that the said offenders shall receive 50 lashes 
apiece upon their bare shoulders. 

Wherras it doth appear that Margaret Herrington, servant 
to Mr. , hath most infamously and maliciously 
scandalized and defamed her mistress, , but now 
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being not able to prove or justify the same: It is therefore 
ordered that she the said Margaret, shall receive 100 stripes 
upon the bare shoulders and also ask her said mistress for- 
giveness here now in Court. 


At a Court 
holden in the lower County of New Norfolk 
the 21st of November 1638 
Present: Capt. Adam Thorowgood Esqr. 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. William Julian 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Francis Mason 
Mr. Henry Seawell 


Thomas Melton, one certificate for the transportation of four 
persons viz: himself, in the Hopewell 1632, Anne Wallington 
in the Safety in 1635, Gowin Lancaster in the Transport in 
1635, Edward Cooper in the Blessing in 1637. 

It is ordered by this Court that the sheriff of this County 
shall levy and receive now, this winter, ten pounds of tobacco 
per poll of all tithable persons inhabiting within this said 
County according to a list made this present court and to be 
accountable for the same to Capt. John Sibsey and Robert 
Hayes in satisfaction for their charges, being Burgesses for 
the last grand Assembly—It is likewise further ordered that 
the said sheriff shall levy two pounds of tobacco per poll ac- 
cording to the aforesaid list and to be accountable for the same 
to Mr. Robert Hayes, it being due to him for keeping a ferry 
at the Little Creek at Linhaven last year. 

Whereas John Beadle, planter, hath informed this Court that 
he was hired by, Peter Porter and Moses Stone to serve but 
unto the middle of this month and, being by sufficient proof 
found to be hired until the last of this month; It is therefore 
ordered that, for misinforming the Court and troubling of his 
said masters, he shall serve them one fortnight complete after 
the expiration of this present November and also pay the 
charges of the court. 
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Whereas John Yates did cause the bodies of Thomas Todd, 
Thomas Cooper and Francis Linch to be arrested to this Court, 
which they have performed in personal appearance according 
to the tenor of the warrant, to their great trouble and detri- 
ment, the said John Yates not being present in person, not 
yet by attorney, to prosecute his suit: It is therefore ordered 
that the said John Yates shall stand and remain non suited, 
and also pay their damages and the charges of the Court. 

Whereas there has been an order of Court granted by the 
Governor and Council for the building and erecting of a Church 
in the upper part of this County with a reference to the Com- 
mander and Commissioners of the said County for the appoint- 
ing of a place fitting and convenient for the situation and 
building thereof, the said order being in part not accomplished 
but standing now in election to be void and the work to fall 
into ruin, we now, the said commissioners taking it into con- 
sideration, do appoint Capt. John Sibsey and Henry Seawell 
to procure workmen for the finishing of the same and what 
they shall answer for with the said workmen, to be levied by the 
appointment of us the commissioners. 

Whereas all, or the most part of the inhabitants resident 
within this county do sustain many inconveniences for want of 
free passage over these creeks viz: the creek at Daniel Tan- 
ner’s, the two creeks at Lieutenant Mason’s and the little creek 
at Linhaven, It is therefore ordered that the sheriff shall levy 
of all tithable persons within this county two pounds of to- 
bacco per poll for the maintenance of a ferry at Daniel Tan- 
ner’s, four pounds of tobacco per poll for a ferry at Lieutenant 
Mason’s and two pounds of tobacco per poll for a ferry at the 
little creek at Linhaven to be paid unto such as shall under- 
take the keeping of the said ferries, provided that they keep 
sufficient boats and give good attendance for the transportation 
of pasengers—Passengers being likewise bound by the said 
order to come for passage between sun-rising and setting, other- 
wise to pay for their passage, over and besides the aforesaid 
levies—The said ferries to begin the first of January next 
ensuing. 
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At a Court 
holden in the Lower County of New Norfolk 
the 6th day of February, 1638 
Present: Capt. John Sibsey 
Mr. Edward Windham Mr. Francis Mason 
Mr. William Julian Mr. Henry Seawell 


Whereas it doth appear that Thomas Hayes, planter, of Lin- 
haven, is indebted unto Thomas Bullocks, Chirurgeon, the sum 
of 300 weight of tobacco but he the said Thomas Hayes, now 
denying the payment thereof, saying that the aforesaid Thomas 
Bullocke did promise to the contrary; It is therefore ordered 
that the aforesaid Thomas Bullocke can, by sufficient witnesses 
before Capt. Thorowgood prove the contrary, That then the 
said Thomas Hayes shall, within ten days after the date hereof 
pay the said sum of tobacco. 

Whereas George Locke and Simon Hancocke, planters, are 
indebted unto Bartholomew Hoskins, planter, 1067 pounds of 
tobacco and cask, due to be paid this year as by specialty ap- 
peareth ; It is therefore ordered that the aforesaid parties shall, 
within ten days after the date hereof, pay the aforesaid sum of 
tobacco, otherwise execution to be awarded. 

Thereas it doth appear that Lancaster Lovet, planter, is in- 
debted unto Thomas Bullocke, chirurgeon, the sum of 220 
pounds of tobacco, the which tobacco was to be paid upon all 
demands, It is therefore ordered that the aforesaid Lancaster 
shall pay the said sum of tobacco within te n days after the 
order hereof, or else execution to be awarded—lIt is likewise 
further ordered that the aforesaid Lancaster Lovet, out of 
Henry Coleman’s crop pay the sum of 400 pounds of tobacco 
unto Thomas Bullocke, chirurgeon, it being for the cure of 
the said Coleman’s servants. 

Whereas it doth appear to this Court that Robert Eires and 
George Faden, are indebted unto Simon Hancocke the sum of 
516 pounds of tobacco for goods sold unto the aforesaid par- 
ties; It is therefore ordered that Robert Eires and George 
Faden, shall, within ten days after the order hereof, pay the 
aforesaid tobacco or else execution be awarded. 
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Whereas John Clerk, planter, hath bought of Robert Page, 
merchant, so many goods as did amount to the value of 714 
pounds, but the said Clarke being now found not able to satisfy 
the whole sum of the said tobacco; It is therefore ordered he 
shall pay the one half thereof within ten days after the date 
hereof, and put in sufficient security to pay the other half by 
the lst of November next ensuing, otherwise to serve so long 
as that his wages shall produce the aforesaid sum of tobacco. 

Whereas Robt. Glascock, planter, is indebted unto William 
Hodges, mariner, the sum of 400 pounds of tobacco, being due 
for goods bought of the said Hodges, It is therefore ordered 
that the aforesaid Glascock shall, within ten days after the 
date hereof, pay the said sum of tobacco or else execution to 
be awarded. 

Whereas Robert Eires of Elizabeth River, planter, is unto 
Thomas Bulolcke, chirurgeon, quantity of 410 pounds of to- 
bacco upon all demands, as by specialty appeareth, It is there- 
fore ordered that the aforesaid Robert Eires shall pay the 
tobacco within ten days after the date hereof or else execution 
to be awarded. 

Whereas it doth appear that Thomas Wilson, of the Lower 
County of Norfolk, clerk, hath bought of Robert Page, mer- 
chant, as many goods as do amount to the value of 849, as 
per specialty appeareth ; It is therefore ordered that the afore- 
said John Wilson shall, within ten days after the date hereof, 
pay the aforesaid sum of tobacco or else execution shall be 
awarded. 

It is likewise furthere ordered that the aforesaid John Wil- 
son shall pay unto Nathan Stainesmoore the sum of 208 pounds 
of tobacco within the space of ten days after the date hereof, 
being due per account the last year. 

Whereas Robert Eires and George Faden are indebted unto 
Thomas Marsh of Elizabeth River, planter, the quantity of 
1300 pounds of tobacco as per specialty appeareth, It is there- 
fore ordered that the said two parties shall, within ten days 
after the date hereof, pay the tobacco unless they can, by suf- 
ficient testimony prove the said tobacco to be already paid. 
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Whereas Henry Seawell hath made appear to this Court 
that Thomas Ivie is indebted unto him, the said Henry Seawell, 
the sum of 200 weight of tobacco, It is therefore ordered that 
the aforesaid Thomas Ivie shall, within ten days after the date 
hereof, pay the aforesaid sum of tobacco or else execution to 
be awarded. 

Whereas Thomas Marsh, planter, is indebted unto Nathan 
Stainesmore, merchant, the sum of 1474 pounds of tobacco, 
as per specialty appeareth, It is therefore ordered that the 
aforesaid Thomas Marsh shall, within ten days after the date 
hereof, pay the said sum of tobacco, else execution be awarded. 

Whereas Thomas Sawyer, planter, is indebted unto Thomas 
Ivie, planter, the sum of 150 pounds of tobacco, as per specialty 
appeareth, It is therefore ordered that the aforesaid Thomas 
Sawyer shall pay the said tobacco within ten days after the 
date hereof, else execution to be awarded. 

Whereas it doth appear that Thomas Sawyer, planter, hath 
bought of Nathan Stainesmore as many goods as do amount 
to the value of 500 weight of tobacco, which tobacco by spe- 
cialty the said Sawyer was bound to pay upon all demands, 
but, not having performed the aforesaid specialty, It is there- 
fore ordered that he, the said Sawyer shall within ten days 
after the date hereof, pay the aforesaid tobacco or else execu- 
tion to be awarded. 


Whereas it doth appear that Thomas Ivie is indebted unto 
Capt. John Sibsey and Robert Page, merchants, the sum of 483 
pounds of tobacco, for commodities bought of the said two 
parties, and, by specialty, being bound to pay the same upon 
all demands, but not having performed the same: It is there- 
fore ordered that the aforesaid Thomas Ivie shall, within ten 
days after the date hereof, pay the tobacco, or else execution 
to be awarded. 

Whereas William Shipp, planter, hath made it appear that he 
hat according to the conditions of his lease made with Capt. 
Thomas Willoby proffered the sale on his ground to the agent 
of the aforesaid Capt. Willoby, and the said agent having re- 
fused it, hath now sold the said land unto John Holmes, plant- 
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er; It is therefore ordered that the said John Holmes shall 
peaceably enjoy the said ground. 

Whereas Anthony Delemons, servant unto Capt. John Sib- 
sey, hath conveyed and made way the goods of his said master, 
and bartered and bargained contrary to the laws and customs 
of the country in that case made and provided: It is therefore 
ordered that the said Anthony Deremous shall receive thirty 
stripes on his bare shoulders. 


At a Court 
holden in the Lower County of Norfolk the 
4th of March 1638 
Present: Capt. Adam Thorowgood Esqr. 
Capt. John Sibsey Mr. Francis Mason 
Mr. William Julian Mr. Henry Seawell 


Deposition of Elizabeth Laton, age 24 years or thereabouts— 
Sworn and examined sayeth: that, being at the house of John 
Lanefield, speaking with Geophrey Wite about serving her hus- 
band, the said Geophry replied he would willingly serve him 
but that he knew the said William Laton would gain Capt. 
Thorowgoods ill will thereby—Further this deponent sayeth 
that she heard the said Geophry swear that Capt. Thorowgood 
had bound him, the said Geophry, in the forfeiture of seven 
years not to serve the aforesaid William Laton, for fear of 
which he durst not serve him—further this deponent sayeth 
that, at another time, he the said Geophry, being at her house, 
said that Mrs. Thorowgood did, in a threatening way, bid 
him, the said Geogphry take heed that did never come to her 
for so much as a pair of shoes. 


James Smith, age 25 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined testified idem. 


Edward Williams, age 24 years or thereabouts, sworn and 
Examined sayeth: That when he, the said Edward Williams 
was Capt. Thorowgood’s cow keeper, the cows then going into 
a pen adjoining the goat’s pen, he, the deponent hath seen 
Geophry Wite, then keeper of Capt. Thorowgood’s goats, divers 
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and often times, beat the said goats after an excessive man- 
ner, with the bars of the cow pen. 

Edward Coleman, age 26 years or thereabouts, sworn and 
examined, testified idem. 

John Webb, age 23 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined, sayeth: that when he, the said deponent was building 
a house for Capt. Thorowgood at the goat pen he did often 
and divrs times, see Geophry Wite, then keeper of Capt. 
Thorowgood’s goats beat said goats after such an excessive 
manner that they would cry as if they had been killed—Fur- 
ther this deponent sayeth that he hath heard the aforesaid 
Geophry beat the goats from the cow pen on the farther side 
of the pond to the tobacco house which stands in Capt. Thor- 
owgood’s yard. 

Andrew Hill, age 23 years or thereabouts, sworn and ex- 
amined, sayeth: that, going to the house of Robert Martin in 
the company of Gilbert Guy, he the said deponent asked the 
wife of Robert Martin where her husband was, who answered 
her husband was not at home, neither had been at home that 
week, whereupon said deponent told her there was a warrant 
out for her husband. She answered “if Mr. Meares had a 
warrant for him, he might keep it if he would, in his pocket 
for her husband should not be found till after the Court.” 


George Hunter, age 36 years or thereabouts, sworn and 
examined idem. 

Where as it doth appear that John Wilson of the Lower 
Norfolk, clerk, was indebted unto John Hill, the last year, five 
barrels of corn, by non payment the said John Hill was en- 
forced to buy corn at the rate of 100 pounds of tobacco a bar- 
rel, It is therefore ordered that the aforesaid John Wilson 
shall pay the sum of 300 weight of tobacco and two barrels of 
corn unto the said John Hill within the space of ten days after 
the date hereof or else execution to be awarded. 


(To be continued) 
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A DESERTER’S TALE 
By Robert M. Hughes 


My attention has been called recently to one of Mark Twain’s 
sketches which reflects upon Governor John B. Floyd, of Vir- 
ginia, Secretary of War in Buchanan’s Cabinet. My mother 
was his adopted daughter, and one of her last requests of me 
was to defend his memory from the vile slanders which po- 
litical enemies invented against him just before the outbreak 
of the Civil War, when the excited state of the public mind 
rendered it capable of believing anything. 

The charge that he armed the South while Secretary of War 
has long since been refuted, even President Buchanan and 
Judge Jeremiah S. Black, both bitterly hostile to him, showing 
its absurdity. 


The charge of impropriety, or worse, in the matter of cer- 
tain acceptances led to his indictment after his resignation and 
return home. This was inspired by political enemies in the 
early part of 1861. On hearing of it, he returned to Wash- 
ington, gave bail, and demanded a trial. The result was that 
a nolle prosequi was entered in one case, and the indictment 
was quashed in the other. He died on August 26, 1863, which 
turned the hyenas loose upon his grave. 


But it was hardly to be supposed that one who, like him, 
took sides with the South would join the ranks of his de- 
tractors. Mark Twain was one of these. When the Civil 
War first started, he enlisted in a Confederate company, was 
elected second lieutenant and regularly sworn in as such. His 
military service consisted mainly in living on the hospitality 
of Southern sympathizers, and fleeing from rumored hostile 
raids. This was in Missouri, in a region largely Southern in 
sympathy. His company soon broke up, and most of them 
joined other commands. Mark Twain, however, left the ser- 
vice, joined a brother in Keokuk, and accompanied him to 
Nevada. His action could not have been a change of heart or 
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a burning patriotism, as he did not join the Northern army, 
but stayed in the West as far from the scene of fighting as he 
could well get. Like Paul, he may have seen a great light, 
but unlike Paul he was not an active proselyte. 

His military experience is set out in “Absolom Grimes, 
Confederate Mail Runner”, ch. 1. It is given in condensed 
form in Paine’s biography of him, ch. 30. Paine tries to min- 
imize his change of allegiance by representing it as something 
of a boyish prank, the seriousness of which he did not realize. 
As he was then in his 25th year (above the average age of 
volunteers on both sides) he could hardly plead infancy; and 
no one would consider him a case of arrested mental devel- 
opment. 

In his “Private History of a Campaign that Failed” (the 
first in his volume of “Merry Tales”) he gives his own ac- 
count. It was published after the Civil War, with the ap- 
parent object of breaking the force of his action in transferring 
his allegiance. To heighten its effect, he represents himself as 
shooting an enemy and being shocked at his act. This part of 
his story is pure fiction. 

Refine as we will, the plain English is that he was a de- 
serter. And so I have borrowed his style of title. 


The article of Twain’s to which I allude is “The Case of 
George Fisher”, and is found at p. 109 of his “Sketches” 
(printed in 1875). Internal evidence is that it was written in 
1870. 

In 1813 the property of George Fisher was destroyed during 
the Creek War. It was a question whether it was the act of 
Indians or American troops. If the former, Fisher had no 
remedy, if the latter he had an equitable claim for reimburse- 
ment by the Government. Fisher in his life time and his 
personal representatives after his death made such claim. The 
latter in 1832 filed a petition in Congress. Nothing was done 
till 1848, when Congress passed a private act “For the Relief 
of the Legal Representatives of George Fisher, Deceased”. 
This required the Second Auditor to adjust the claim “on 
principles of equity and justice, and having due regard to the 
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proofs”. It also authorized him to apportion the loss as be- 
tween the Indians and troops, if found impracticable to furnish 
distinct proof as to the relative proportions. Under this act 
the auditor allowed about $9,000 (I will use round numbers 
throughout), and later allowed interest from 1832, the date of 
the first petition to Congress, a period of 16 years. Later on, 
under an opinion of Attorney-General Toucey, interest was 
also allowed from the time of the loss (1813). 

These allowances were on the assumption that half the dam- 
age only had been done by the troops, and that the petitioners 
could claim only for that half. In coming to this conclusion 
the auditor had refused to consider certain depositions tending 
to show that the troops alone had done the damage, on the 
ground that these depositions were not properly authenticated. 
Consequently Congress on December 22, 1854, passed an act 
supplemental to the first act, which required the auditor to 
re-examine the case and allow the petitioners the benefit of the 
rejected testimony if then legally authenticated. 

When the matter came back to a new second auditor, the then 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. James Guthrie, forbade him 
to proceed under this last act, on the ground that the opinion 
of the Attorney-General should not have been applied, under 
which the further allowance of interest was made, and on the 
further ground that the former second auditor had considered 
the depositions which he had first refused to consider. Thus 
he undertook to overrule an official opinion of the Attorney- 
General, and prevent the execution of an act of Congress. 
Mark Twain characterizes him as an “Honest Secretary”. 

Then there was a change of administration and a new Sec- 
retary of the Treasury came in. He doubted his right to re- 
verse the action of his predecessor, and the matter went back 
to Congress. A perusal of the discussion in the Congressional 
Globe on March 15, 1858, April 1, 1858, April 16, 1858, and 
April 29, 1858, shows that Congress resented the act of Sec- 
retary Guthrie for interfering in a matter which had been re- 
ferred to the Second Auditor. It showed also that the Sec- 
retary was wrong in the statement that the former auditor 
had actually considered the rejected depositions, as they ap- 
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peared on their face to have been properly authenticated two 
years after his decision had been rendered. Accordingly Con- 
gress showed its disapproval by passing the joint resolution 
of June 3, 1858, which provided that the duties imposed on 
the Second Auditor by the former act “be, and the same are, 
hereby transferred to the Secretary of War, who shall proceed 
de novo to execute the same in their plain and obvious mean- 
ing”. The discussion indicates that Congress considered the 
War Department the proper one, as the question involved was 
the act of the troops. 

This was the first connection of Fovernor Floyd with the 
matter. He had been appointed Secretary of War, and had 
taken his seat on March 4, 1857. There is nothing to show 
that he had ever had anything to do with it, or had ever heard 
of it prior to its reference to him. And it came to him in a 
shape which required him to be the first one on whom the duty 
of taking up these rejected depositions and giving them due 
weight was devolved. 


Taking up these depositions, he held that they proved that 
practically all the damage was done by the troops, and on Oc- 
tober 2, 1858, he made a report allowing nearly all the claim 
with interest, to be credited with amounts already paid, the 
credits also to bear interest. 

Then Congress passed the joint resolution of June 1, 1860. 
It does not appear that Secretary Floyd had anything to do 
with its passage. It provided that “the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized and required to revise his execution of the 
Act of Congress of December 22, 1854, required of him by the 
joint resolution of June 3, 1858, and on said revision to consider 
and give effect to all the testimony filed in said case, including 
certain depositions formerly rejected by the second auditor of 
the treasury for the want of authentication, but now duly 
authenticated, and to restate and settle the account heretofore 
stated and settled by him under said resolution, and to make 
such corrections, if any, on account of said claim beyond what 
has heretofore been allowed and paid, as in his opinion justice 
to the claimant shall require”. 
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Under the positive mandate of this resolution, Secretary 
Floyd re-examined the file, and made a revised finding on No- 
vember 23, 1860. In it he says: 

“After this had been done, and with a full knowledge of the 
fact and of the previous history of the claim, Congress passed 
the joint resolution of June 1, 1860. It is very plain, from the 
‘anguage of the resolution and from the reports of commit- 
tees previously, that it was considered necessary to require a 
revision of the account in detail, and that Congress regarded 
the estimate of the value of the property made by the Auditor 
(and which was substantially the same as my own) as being 
much less than the evidence required. It seems to be assumed 
by the resolution that full effect had not been given to all the 
testimony on file in the case. I find, on a careful examination 
of the depositions, substantial grounds for such an assumption. 
For the most part the items in the account were fairly and fully 
stated, but the testimony in relation to a few others, and par- 
ticularly in regard to the corn crops, demands a much higher 
allowance than any heretofore made by the Auditor or myself. 
The highest calculation of the worth of these crops, based on 
affidavits, as to quantity, quality and price, would make their 
value exceed $30,000. I have concluded to allow a little more 
than half of that sum as the mean of the different estimates. 

The allowance of interest on the value of the property de- 
stroyed, besides receiving the sanction of the executive depart- 
ments heretofore, has also the approval of Congress. After 
the lapse of so many years, this constitutes the chief element 
in the account; but to decide against it now is simply to say 
that the claimants have been overpaid, and are debtors to the 
United States, on their own statement to the amount of $15,- 
191.33. I cannot bring myself to the conclusion that Con- 
gress would have required the revision of the account, with 
a view to further allowances, if the revision were to be made 
on principles which would lead to the inevitable inference that 
too much had been allowed already”. 

Accordingly he restated the account ab initio, estimating the 
loss as of 1813-14 at about $35,000, allowing interest from that 
date (a period of 47 years) which aggregated about $98,000, 
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and credited the payments amounting to about $67,000. This 
left a balance of about $66,000 which he found to be due the 
claimants. 

Up to this time no political feeling had entered into the action 
on this claim. Every act or resolution had first been sepa- 
rately studied by committees from each house without political 
divisions or minority reports, so far as appears by the Con- 
gressional Globe. But then the scene shifted. Within a month 
after Secretary Floyd’s last finding South Carolina seceded, 
Anderson occupied Fort Sumter, and Floyd resigned. On 
January 10th Florida seceded, to be followed rapidly by the 
other cotton states; and the Southern members of the Senate 
and House withdrew. In the latter part of January the indict- 
ments were found against Floyd which, as previously explained, 
were subsequently ended, but the mere fact of finding them 
made everything that Floyd had ever done a subject of hostile 
action: The Fishers were made the victims. On January 18, 
1861, Mr. Edwards, of New Jersey, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian affairs a joint resolution repealing the reso- 
lution of June 1, 1860, and declaring all proceedings under it 
null and void. After a speech dealing in assertions and not 
discussing the merits of the claim, he moved the previous 
question, thus cutting off debate, and the repealing resolution 
was passed. The Senate followed the lead of the House. It 
does not appear from the Globe that the report of Secretary 
Floyd was even so much as read, and the criticism of the for- 
mer resolution was based on outside talk as to the motive for 
passing it. This repealing resolution was passed on March 2, 
1861, only two days before the expiration of Buchanan’s ad- 
ministration. 

The Fishers then filed a petition in the Court of Claims, 
contending that the award of Secretary Floyd gave them a 
vested right which could not be taken away by a repeal. The 
Court was divided, but the majority held that the repealing 
act was valid. It did not pass upon the merits or demerits of 
the claim. The decision was rendered at the October Term, 
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Any one who will examine the documentary evidence, the 
committee reports, the debates and acts of Congress, and the 
written findings of the Secretary, with a desire to be truthful 
rather than witty, must conclude that Secretary Floyd, brought 
into the matter 45 years after the event, acted as any arbi- 
trator or judge similarly situated would have acted. His re- 
ports show that he studied the testimony closely and based his 
decision upon it. They are still on file, and speak for them- 
selves. They must not be judged by Mark Twain’s garbled 
extracts. 

His piece starts with most virtuous professions. He says: 
“T will not call this matter of George Fisher’s a great, deathless 
and unrelenting swindle upon the Government and people of the 
United States, for it has never been so decided, and I hold 
that it is a grave and solemn wrong for a writer to cast slurs 
or call names when such is the case, but will simply present the 
evidence and let the reader deduce his own verdict. Then we 
shall do nobody injustice, and our conscience shall be clear”. 
Let us see how closely he sticks to the evidence, and how free 
his paper is from slurs and from calling names. Only a few 
samples can be given. Space would fail to name them all. 

His very first statement of fact is not true. He says that 
Fisher himself made no claim in his life-time. The opinion 
of the Court of Claims expressly states that he did. Mark 
Twain knew of this opinion, for he mentions it further on. 

He speaks of “that old patriot, Attorney-General Toucey”, 
evidently ironically. But he does not cast slurs or call names! 

He ignores the reason why the matter was transferred from 
the Treasury to the War Department, although easily ascer- 
tainable, as a foundation for casting slurs upon Secretary 
Floyd, and fails to state what he must have known, that Sec- 
retary Floyd under an absolute congressional mandate con- 
sidered the rejected depositions for the first time, and based 
his action upon them. 

He criticizes him for allowing interest, although an attorney- 
general had ruled, upon it, and it was the practice of the de- 
partments. And he calls this “presenting the evidence!” 
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He criticizes the price allowed for a corn crop, takes the 
witness stand himself as to values in 1813, and ignores the 
testimony of those who knew what they were talking about 
from personal knowledge. And this is “presenting the evi- 
dence !” 

The fact is that conditions in 1813 were abnormal. War 
was being waged all over the world, with resulting high cost 
of food stuffs. Any one who will read Parton’s life of An- 
drew Jackson will see that his greatest difficulty was supplies 
for his soldiers. More than one of his expeditions failed on 
that account. Florida and Alabama were thinly settled, and 
even a small body of troops found supplies scarce and high. 

Mark Twain ends his piece by speaking of the “persecuted 
Treasury of the United States”. To any one who has had 
experience with the departments, the statement is absurd. The 
chief criticism of this claim is the large amount of interest 
involved. The claimants were not, to blame for this. It was 
the government, which put them off ard paid them at last 
piecemeal, thus causing interest to accumulate. And yet Mark 
Twain’s piece makes fun of them for their very perseverance, 
insinuates that every body connected with the claim was dis- 
honest except a Secretary who endeavored to repeal an act of 
Congress, and thus condemns every committeeman and every 
Congressman who voted for it, and calls this “presenting the 
evidence !” 

Perhaps he thinks that the patient victims of the French 
Spoilation Claims (older than the Fisher claim) were perse- 
cuting the Treasury! 
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VIRGINIA COUNCIL JOURNALS, 1726-1753 
Notes to Text, XXXIV, 119-129 
(Continued) 


®Champe. Addition. Mr. W. B. McGroarty, of Alexandria, Va., 
writes as follows: 

“The interesting and valuable notes on the Champe family in the last 
quarterly, October, 1930, are incomplete in some particulars. In listing 
the children of Colonel John and Jane Champe (p. 365), one daughter 
is omitted; this was Ann, the eldest daughter, who married Colonel 
John Taliaferro, Sr., of “Dissington”, King George County, born at 
“The Mount”, in Essex County. They, of course, were the parents 
of the Taliaferro grandchildren mentioned in the wills of Colonel John 
Champe and his wife, Jane. And, by the way, Mrs. Jane Champe in 
her will mentions a grandson not included in the published note, Charles 
Carter, and a granddaughter, Jenny Taliaferro. This Charles Carter 
was the son of Sarah Champe and Colonel Edward Carter of “Blen- 
heim” in Albemarle County. He married Betty, the only daughter of 
Colonel Fielding Lewis and Betty Washington. The granddaughter, 
Jenny, was “The Miss Jenny Taliaferro” mentioned in the Jefferson- 
Fleming correspondence, quoted in this quarterly, Vols. 23 and 24. She 
married Francis Taliaferro of “Epsom”, Spotsylvania County. Her 
sister, Ann, the “Nancy” of the will, married Nicholas Taliaferro, of 
“Totter-down-hill”, Culpeper County. 

Mary, the wife of Colonel William Champe, was Mary Thornton, 
daughter of Colonel Francis Thornton and Frances Gregory, Wash- 
ington’s cousin. The name of Samuel Washington’s (first) wife was 
Jane Champe; she had four successors. 

I have a copy of a coat-of-arms, accredited to Champe, differing 
from the sketch shown in the quarterly; it is Ar. a fesse between three 
muscles gu.; crest, a stagg ppr. I do not, however, know that it was 
used by the Champes of King George. 

I have shown that there was a family connection between the Champes 
and the Washingtons, through the marriages of Jane to Colonel Sam- 
uel Washington, and William Champe to Mary Thornton. There were 
other bonds of the same nature; Mildred Thornton, sister of Mary, was 
the wife of Charles Washington, and their brother, John Thornton, 
was the husband of Jane Washington, daughter of Augustine, brother 
of George, Samuel and Charles. 

And, to insure good measure, Colonel Champe’s grandson, John Talia- 
ferro, Jr., of “Dissington”, married Elizabeth, the daughter of Colonel 
John Thornton and Mildred Gregory; it will be remembered that the 
three Gregory sisters, who married the three Thornton brothers, were 
own cousins to George, Samuel and Charles Washington. In this tangled 
mesh of relationship, Colonel Champe and his descendants are involved. 
Figure it out for yourself. Indeed, to begin at the beginning, as the 
story-books have it, there is strong reason to believe that Colonel 
Champe’s mother, Elizabeth, was Elizabeth Washington.” 

“There is a genealogy of the Grigsby family in “Genealogies and 
Reminiscences” by Elizabeth Hamilton McCormick, Chicago, 1897; 
but it does not include the branch of the family to which Thomas 
Grigsby of the text belonged. 
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* A genealogy of the Brodnax family in the William and Mary 
Quarterly, XIV, 52-59, 135-137. This genealogy is illustrated by a por- 
trait of General William H. Brodnax and cuts of an armorial seal 
used by him. 

The genealogy in the William and Mary Quarterly while naming 
Major John Brodnax as the earliest emigrant of the name to Virginia, 
does not give his correct relationship to the later emigrants from 
whom the Virginia family descended. The editor of that Magazine had 
not seen the papers in an English Chancery suit, later discovered by 
Dr. John W. Brodnax and published in the Virginia Magazine of His- 
tory and Biography, XIV, 417 et seq. 

The Broadnaxes were an ancient family of Kentish gentlemen tracing 
to the time of Henry V. William Brodnax became seated at Godmer- 
sham about the middle of the sixteenth century and that place was long 
the home of the family. 

Thomas Brodnax, of Godmersham, Esq., who died in 1658, married 
first, Katherine, daughter and co-heiress of John Southland, of New 
Romney, who died s. p. and 2d Mary, daughter of John Taylor of 
Wilsborough, and had 1. Thomas, of Godmersham, Eng. (who had 
among others a son, William, knighted 1664) ; 2. John, married Dorothy 
— ——— and had Thomas, John, William Robert, Elizabeth and Mar- 


The names of this John Brodnax’s children as given in the pedi- 
gree, his will and the Chancery proceedings, show that he was the 
Major John Brodnax, who emigrated to Virginia. 

In 1905 Mrs. W. S. Roulhac, of Spray, N. C., owned an old Bible 
which had been given by Robert Brodnax, goldsmith, of London, to his 
son William. The first entry is “William Brodnax was born Feb. 28, 
1675, the youngest son of Robert Brodnax, Goldsmith, of Holborn, 
London. He was born at Godmersham in Kent”. Next follows the 
entry in regard to his wife, Rebecca, who had been the widow of Ed- 
ward Travis, of Jamestown, Virginia. 

A brother of William Brodnax, who also emigrated to Virginia was 
John Brodnax (born, according to a deposition in Henrico, in 1668), 
who first settled in Henrico County, where he married Mary, daughter 
of William Skerme. Later he removed to Williamsburg where he 
carried on the business of a goldsmith. His will was proved in York 
County August 17, 1719. In it he names issue: 1. Robert; 2. William; 
3. Winkfield; 4. Mary Amn; 5. Sarah. He directs that his sons Wil- 
liam and Winkfield be sent to England to be bound to trades and it is 
believed this John Brodnax has no descendants in Virginia. 

The will and inventory of Major John Brodnax, the earliest emigrant, 
are recorded in York County as follows: 

Will of Maj. John Brodnax of York Co., Va., July 23rd, 1657. 

I John Brodnax of the Parish and County of York in Virginia being 
of sound and perfect memory, praised be God, yet considering ye frailty 
of human life doe make and ordeyne this my last will and testament in 
manner and forme following. 

I commend my soul unto the hands of God my creatr: trusting and 
verely believing in ye merits of my Saviour, Jesus Christ, to receive 
full pardon and remission of all my sinnes. 

My body I commend to ye earth to be comely and decently buryed 
and for those worldly goods and estates, which it hath pleased God 
of his gracious goodness and bounty to bestow and confirre uppon mee, 
I give and bequeath as followeth. 
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Impris. I give and bequeath unto my deare and loving wife Mrs. 
Dorothy Brodnax one silver with a christall over it. 

Item. I give unto my loving daughter Elizabeth Brodnax, my Bible 
booke also my Eare Ring: with diamond in it. 

I give unto my lov: soune John Brodnax one Gold Ring with this 
ee engraved “Think on thy end and also the life and death of thy 

rienda . 

I give and bequeath unto my two youngest sounes William and Robert 
Brodnax, to each of them a Gold Ring to the value of 20 shillings 
apiece. 

I make and ordeyne my eldest soune Thomas Brodnax my full and 
sole Executr to this my last will and Testament bequeathing him all 
my estate in Virginia, my debts and legacies being paid. 

Itt is my wish and desyere that if according to my expectation any 
goods & Servants be sent mee in this next shipping, or any time after 
my decease, that such goods and servants soe sent shall be sold to ye 
best advantage & the returne shipped home for England to my eldest 
soune Thomas Brodnax, he lives in ye Golden Griffin with Mr. Thomas 
Turges in Fenchurch St. I do appoint ye remains of 2000 Lbs of to- 
bacco due to mee from Michaell Saterwait of Mock Jack bay iff it shall 

lease God to take mee, to be disposed of to ye satisfaction of Edward 

ptist for my dyett as by his bill will appear due ye remains to defray 
judicial charges. 

Item. I desire that Mr. Robert Baldry and Mr. Edward Baptist of 
York both my Loving friends shall see all things p’formed according 
to this my last will and Testament. 

Item. I give to my Loving friends Robert Baldry & Edward Baptist 
each of them one hogshead of Tobacco for his paines to be made good 
out of all such comodity of mine as they shall make sale of according 
td this my Last will and to be paid so soone as they shall p’forme ye 
conditions of this my Last will & Testament. 

And I the said John Brodnax do rattifye & confirme this to be my 
Last will & Testament, revoking and disclaiming all other wills & Tes- 
taments by mee before made as void & of noe effect. 

Witness my hand and seale this 23rd of July, one thousand and sixe 
hundred fifty and seven. 

[The inventory of his personal estate outcried at York November 
19th, 1657, showed his possession of all those articles of dress which 
are associated with a gentleman.] 

3 periwigs, rapier and belt, 5 broadcloth suits, slippers, ribbon, cuffs. 

[We were indebted to Dr. John W. Brodnax, of the Medical College 
of Virginia, for the copies of papers in an English Chancery suit 
which are printed below. These papers not only make clear the English 
ancestry of the Virginia family of Brodnax, but show the character of 
the genealogical information contained in the vast mass of Chancery 
records in England. These papers have been printed in our Magazine 
but we consider them of sufficient importance to reprint them.] 

Major John Brodnax came to Virginia and settled in York County 
about the middle of the Seventeenth century. His will, as of the parish 
of York, was dated July 21, 1657, and proved March 6, 1657(8). He 
gives his wife Dorothy silver plate; to his son John Brodnax a gold 
ring with this motto, “Thinke on thy end and also the life and death of 
thy friend”; to daughter Elizabeth Brodnax “My Bible book and my 
eare ring with a dyamant in itt”; to his youngest sons William and 
Robert Brodnax gold rings. Bequests to eldest son Thomas, and to 
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son John then living with Mr. Joseph King in “Gratious” [Gracechurch] 
Street [London]. 

Son Thomas, to be sent home to England to Mr. Thomas Turget in 
London. Various other bequests to his wife and children. Robert 
Baldey and Edward Baxter overseers of his will. The inventory of his 
personal estate included three periwigs, one rapier and belt, five broad- 
cloth suits, slippers, ribbons, etc. 

The pedigree of Brodnax in Berry’s Kent, p. 126, shows Thomas 
Brodnax, Esq., of Godmersham, Kent, who died 1658 (and who was 
sixth in descent from Robert Brodnax living temp. Henry V) married 
Elizabeth Taylor and had issue: (1) Thomas of Godmersham, Eszq., 
who died 1667; (2) Robert, died 1673; (3) John married Dorothy 
———— (the emigrant to Virginia); and four daughters. The same 
pedigree states that John and Dorothy Brodnax had issue: (1) Thomas; 
(2) John; (3) William; (4) Robert; (5) Elizabeth; (6) Martha. 

In a Brodnax family Bible brought to Virginia, and now in posses- 
sion of Mrs. W. S. Roulhac, Spray, N. C., are the following entries: 
“William Brodnax was born Dec. 28, 1675, the youngest son of Robert 
Brodnax, goldsmith in Holborn, London. He was born at Godmer- 
sham, in Kent.” William Brodnax emigrated to Virginia and dying 
Feb. 16, 1727, left the Bible to his eldest son. John Brodnax, older 
brother of William Brodnax, was born in 1668, and also settled in 
Virginia. For accounts of the family see William and Mary Quarterly, 
XIV, 135-139. The following chart will show the relationship of the 
people referred to. 


Thomas Brodnax = Elizabeth Taylor 


Thomas = Jane James Robert = Eliz. Curteis Major John = Dorothy 
d. s. p. of Va., d. 1657 
Sir William, Knt. = Mary Digges 


| 
William of Godmersham 


died 1726 
Robert = John = 
Goldsmith | 
John T Ruth 
John 
John William 


Emigrated to Virginia 


Abstract of Chancery Suit Entitled Brodnax versus Gibbon. (Bundle 
486, No. 46, Bridges), in the Public Record Office, Chancery Lane, Lon- 


don, England. 
13 April, 1676 


Robert Gibbon of Middle Temple, London, Esq. That Robert Brod- 
nax of the Parish of St. Andrew, Holborn, London, Goldsmith. Did 
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declare and affirm to your Orator that Robert Brodnax, late of the 
town of Tenderden, in the county of Kent, was in his life time seized in 
fee of a messuage called Cold Harbour Farm with three score and ten 
acres in the parishes of Tenderden and Rowenden and all those parcels 
of land in the Hundred of Tenderden heretofore purchased by the said 
Robert Brodnax of one Free-Gift Boorne of the parish of Biddenden, 
Kent. All that messuage containing one acre called Claverings, sit- 
uated in the parish of St. Nicholas, Harbledon, Kent, and all that 
parcel of land containing four acres planted with cherry trees and 
known by the name of Harbledon Hill in the said parish and of and 
in piece of land called Pennylesse Bench containing two acres in the 
said parish, and two pieces of fresh marsh containing nineteen acres 
in the parish of Snave in Romney Marsh, and a piece of fresh marsh 
containing ten acres in the parish of Newchurch, and a piece of fresh 
marsh containing fifteen acres in the said parish, and one other piece 
of fresh marsh containing three acres in the said parish, and one fresh 
marsh in the same parish containing seventeen acres, and of, and in 
several messuages etc. in said county of Kent. 

That the said Robert Brodnax, late of Tenterden was a near kinsman 
of him being his father’s brother and that he had a great love and kind- 
ness for him, and the said Robert Brodnax (of Holborn) did affirm to 
your Orator that the better to express his affection to him the said 
Robert Brodnax of Tenterden being so seized did on the 10th of July, 
1673 make his last will and Testament in these words “I Robert Brodnax 
of the Town and Hundred of Tenterden, Co. Kent, gent.* * I bequeath 
all my messuage, etc. called Cold Harbour Farm with three score and 
Ten acres in the parishes of Rowenden and Tenterden Co. Kent to my 
nephew Robert Brodnax son of my brother John Brodnax, deceased to 
him and his heirs forever. The better to satisfy my debts legacies etc. 
I give to my nephew Robert Brodnax all my three parcels of land etc., 
etc. as above —-—————— To my sister Dame Sarah Howell 5 pounds. 
To my niece Elizabeth Brodnax daughter of my said brother John Brod- 
nax 100 pounds to be paid by my said nephew Robert Brodnax. To my 
brother’s and sister’s children 10 shillings apiece. To my Godson Gilbert 
Knowler one gelding colt. To the poor of the parish of Tenterden 5 
pounds —————Elizabeth Brodnax, my wife (deceased) daughter and 
sole heir of John Curleys of Woodchurch, gent, deceased. 

Robert Brodnax, executor. “That the said Robert Brodnax of Tenter- 
den on the 22d. February, 1673 died so seized whereby the said premises 
are vested in the said Robert Brodnax of Holborn. That the said 
Robert Brodnax of Holborn did affirm to your Orator that the said 
Cold Harbour Farm and Hodge Park lands in Tenterden and Rowenden 
aforesaid are worth 40 pounds per annum and the better to evince the 
same by indenture dated 2nd October, 1675 let the same to John Harman 
the present tenant at the yearly rate of 46 pounds. And the same Robert 
Brodnax did declare to your Orator that the aforesaid premises were in 
no way liable with any charges etc., other than one indenture or demise 
by the said Robert Brodnax the testator to Dame Sarah Howell of 
Cold Harbour aforesaid for a term of years yet to come. That your 
Orator relying on the said declarations was induced to make an agree- 
ment with the said Robert Brodnax of Holborn for the purchase of 
said lands in Tenterden and Rowenden, and about the 16th December, 
1675 your Orator did agree with the said Robert Brodnax for the pur- 
chase thereof and for the assignation of the said morgage made to the 
said Dame Sarah Howell for the sum of 660 pounds. Notwithstanding 
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which the said Robert Brodnax, combining with William Brodnax 
Esq. who doth affirm himselph to be son and heir of Sir William Brod- 
nax Knight, who was one of the sons of Thomas Brodnax who was the 
eldest brother of the said Robert Brodnax the testator deceased and 
Robert Brodnax who affirmeth himself to be one of the sons of the 
said Thomas Brodnax and John Brodnax who likewise affirmeth that 
he is the son of John Brodnax who was the son of John Brodnax and 
second brother of said Robert the testator do endeavour to prevent the 
said premises from being conveyed to your Orator, sometimes giving 
out in speeches that the said William, Robert, and John or one of them 
is or are heirs at law the said Robert the Testator or that they have a 
right to the said premises according to the custom of Gavelkind they 
denying the validity of the will. 

Answer of Robert Brodnax, of the parish of St. Andrew, Holborn, 


London, Goldsmith. 
30 May, 1676. 


It is true that this defendant did declare that Robert Brodnax late 
of Tenterden, was seized of the said premises and that the said Robert 
Brodnax was this defendant’s Kinsman that is this defendant’s father’s’ 
brother. That defendant is willing on receipt of purchase money and 
completion of conveyance to deliver up to complainant all deeds, writings 
etc. Denies that he the said testator was insane on making his will. 


Answer of John Brodnax, an infant under the age of 21 by Ruth 
Brodnax widow, his mother. 
31 May, 1676. 


That it is true that the said Robert Brodnax of Tenterden, this de- 
fendant’s great uncle was seized of the said messuages and that the 
said Robert Brodnax deceased was this defendant’s father’s uncle and 
this defendant’s great uncle. Does not know that the said Robert Brod- 
nax made any will. Saith that it is true that this defendant’s is son 
and heir of John Brodnax deceased and that the said John Brodnax 
this defendant’s late father was one of the sons of John Brodnax de- 
ceased this defendant’s late grandfather, and that this defendant’s grand- 
father was brother of the said Robert Brodnax deceased and this de- 
fendant is one of the co-heirs at law of the said Robert and is entitled 
to his share under the custom of Gavelkind. 

Answer of William Brodnax, an infant under the age of 21, by 
Thomas Twiner his guardian. 


That the said Robert Brodnax was this defendant’s father’s uncle 
and this defendant’s grandfather’s brother. Does not know if the said 
Robert Brodnax made any will. That this defendant is son and heir 
of Sir William Brodnax Knight, deceased, who was one of the sons of 
Thomas Brodnax deceased, and the said Thomas Brodnax was the eldest 
brother of the said Robert Brodnax and this defendan tis one of the 
co-heirs at law according to the custom of Gavelkind. 

“This abstract of the Chancery Suit, “Gibbon versus Brodnax” 
shows that Major John Brodnax who died in Virginia in 1657 (will 
recorded in York county) was the father of Robert Brodnax, gold- 
smith of Holborn, London, and grandfather of John and William from 
whom all the Brodnaxs of Virginia descended. Major John Brodnax 
was 2nd. son of Thomas Brodnax, called “Generosus” of Godmersham 
Park, Kent Co. Eng., born 1565, died 1659, and uncle of Sir William 
Brodnax to whom Godmersham descended. A pedigree carrying the 
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Brodnax family many generations back of this Thomas Brodnax may. 
be found in Berry’s Visitation of Kent.” 

The following are miscellaneous notes from county and other records: 
(Ambler Papers, Library of Congress) Commission to William Starke 
etc justices of Prince George County reciting that William Brodnax 
formerly of James City but now of Prince George and Ann his wife 
made a deed in 1744 conveying several tracts of land in James City 
county to Christopher Perkins of the County of Norfolk, gent. to 
ascertain the consent of the said Ann Brodnax. Dated Jan. 17, in the 
eighteenth year, of George the second. Benjamin Waller, Clk. 

William Brodnax’s seal containing the family arms is attached. 

Thomas Brodnax in a deed made in 1744 recited that the tract in 
James City Island was bought from John Green by his father William 
Brodnax in 1712. 

In Lunenburg county is a deed dated Aug. 13, 1756, from William 
Brodnax of Dinwiddie county to Robert Ruffin of the same, reciting 
that Edward Brodnax of Charles City by his will directed that his 
patented land on Mileses Creek, 1414 acres, should be sold by his ex- 
ecutors, but died without appointing any executors and that said Wil- 
liam Brodnax sometime after the death of said Edward obtained a pro- 
bate of the will and finding the estate not specially devised greatly 
deficient to satisfy the creditors commenced a Chancery Suit in Charles 
City County vs. William Brodnax an infant son and heir of said Ed- 
ward and stating that the debts could not be satisfied without, manifest 
injury to the widow and children of Edward, and a decree was made 
to enable him to sell the said 1414 acres. 

Lunenburg County, Nov. 12, 1772—Stephen Edward Brodnax qualified 
as captain of militia. 

Sussex County, Sept. 1777—Marriage bond for Richard Gregory and 
sar widow of William Brodnax with the consent of his father Roger 

regory. 

Sussex County, Guardian’s account of Samuel Brodnax, orphan of 
William Brodnax, March 14, 1779, and also the account of Rebecca 
Brodnax, administratrix with Rebecca Brodnax. 

Brunswick County, Nov. 15, 1787—Marriage of Frederick Smith and 
Mary Brodnax. 


(To be continued) 
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CAROLINE COUNTY MARRIAGE BONDS 
(Continued ) 


May 14, 1838—James Phillips and Susan Thorp; secu. 
Mordecai W. Broaddus. 

May 17, 1838—Wm. T. Noell and Barbara G. Coghill; 
secu. Arch’d Samuel. 

May 19, 1838—James Martin and Elizabeth Garnett; 
secu. Wm. Martin. 

June 7, 1838—Hugh M. S. Houston and Sarah Shaddock, 
daughter of Wm. Shaddock; secu. Wm. Shaddock. 

June 21, 1838—Addison L. Long and Letty W. Durrett; 
secu. Allenson Billingsley. 

June 30, 1838—John Gray and Susanne Pruett; secu. 
Haman Chandler. 

June 30, 1838—Haman Chandler and Eliza Gray; secu. 
John Gray. 

August 2, 1838—John Randolph Morris Freeman and 
Ellen Langston, daughter of Jack Freeman; secu. Jack 
Freeman. 

August 18, 1838—Spencer Beazley and Mary Houston; 
secu. Hiram Brooks. 

August 22, 1838—Richard B. Pruett and Phebe, daugh- 
ter of Thos. Leven; secu. Thos. Leven. 

August 22, 1838—Joseph A. Richeson and Ann G. Chiles; 
secu. Jos. T. Young. 

September 3, 1838—Reuben Turner and Dorothy Carl- 
ton; secu. Jas. Carlton. 

September 10, 1838—Samuel G. Thornton and Elizabeth, 
daughter of Edmund Lunsford; secu. E. Lunsford. 

September 19, 1838—John Carnall and Angelina Thack- 
er; secu. Wm. Harris. 

October 8, 1838—Henry Duling and Elizabeth A. White; 
secu. Andrew Broaddus, Jr. 
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October 23, 1838-—Jno. A. Meredith and Sarah Ann Bar- 
nard; secu. J. B. Lightfoot. 

October 27, 1838—James H. Stevens and Sarah Duke; 
secu. Elijah I. Stevens. 

November 12, 1838—Wm. G. Hurt and Laura F. Seay; 
secu. Samuel D. Peatross. 

November 12, 1838—Wm. I. Broaddus and Martha I. 
Gouldin (had no children); secu. Andrew S. Broaddus. 

November 12, 1838—Wnm. A. Dick and Emeline F. Cole- 
man; secu. C. W. Coleman. 

November 12, 1838—Jas. Mitchell and Emily Estis; 
secu. Jno. L. Pendleton. 

December 10, 1838—Samuel P. Bibb and Elizabeth G. 
Burruss; secu. Robt. Terrell. 

December 10, 1838—Andrew Broaddus, Jr., and Martha 
Jane Pitts; secu. Willis Pitts. 

December 10, 1838—Robert S. Broaddus and Latitia 
Miller; secu. Jno. A. Miller (guardian). 

December 10, 1838—Wm. Thornley and Sarah P. Boul- 
ware; secu. Mark Boulware. 

December 10, 1838—Edmund P. Sutton and Martha 
Samuel; secu. Arch’d Samuel. 

December 17, 1838—Oliver White and Lucy Ann Law- 
rence; secu. Festus Dickinson and John Lawrence. 
December 17, 1838—Philip S. Farmer and Martha I. Hous- 
ton; secu. Robt. Jordan. 

December 17, 1838—Jas. Anderson and Frances Sowell; 
secu. Jas. U. Carnall. 

December 18, 1838—Wm. Beazley and Nancy Garnett; 


secu. Oswald Beazley. 

December 22, 1838—John Clark and Elizabeth J. Nelson 
(free persons of color); secu. Thos. Nelson. 

December 22, 1838—N. P. H. Pendleton and Ann M. 
Turner; secu. Robt. Pendleton. 

December 24, 1838—Wm. Hojens and Frances Stanley; 
secu. Edmund Ennis. 
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December 28, 1838—Allen I. Thomas and Dorcus A. At- 
kinson; secu. Wm. F. Thomas. 

December 28, 1838—Eldred Vaughan and Frances Car- 
nal; secu. Robt. Farmer. 

(Skipped part here) 

November 11, 1839—Joseph A. Broaddus and Mary C. 
Gatewood; secu. Philip Gatewood. 

November 11, 1839—Edmund Sale and Martha A. Broad- 
dus; secu. Silas J. Broaddus. 

November 11, 1839—Wm. M. Shaddock and Martha F. 
Cole; secu. Mordica W. Broaddus. 

November 19, 1839—Thos. W. Gouldin and Louisa E. 
Redd; secu. Jas. T. Redd. 

November 18, 1839—Thos. Semmes and Eliz. Bernard; 
secu. Geo. Fitzhugh. 

September 10, 1840—Mordecai B. Redd and Elizabeth 
L. Coleman; secu. Benj. F. Coleman. 

March 23, 1841—Joseph D. Broaddus and Maria Ann 
Goulden; secu. Wm. I. Broaddus. 

June 24, 1841—Jas. L. Motley and Louisa Tod; secu. 
Geo. T. Tod. 

February 13, 1843—Thos. B. Sale and Elizabeth F. 
Broaddus; secu. Jas. J. Broaddus. 

February 23, 1843—Wm. L. Allen and Mary E. Broad- 
dus; secu. Wm. I. Broaddus. 

March 6, 1843—Chas. W. Jones and Susan F. Cole; secu. 
Jas. T. Cole. 

August 10, 1843—Chas. C. Bowers and Lucy Ann Chiles; 
secu. Jas. F. Chiles. 

April 8, 1844—Nelson Cridlin and Eliza Ann Lovern 
(Loving), (second wife); secu. Thos. Lovern. 

May 13, 1844—Edmund C. Chiles and Lucy A. Bowers; 
secu. Lewis W. Garrett. 

May 27, 1844—Albert G. Broaddus and Nancy Green; 

June 11, 1844—Joseph D. Broaddus and Hannah G. 


Lewis; secu. Wm. W. Sale. 
secu. John Waughn. 
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July 2, 1844—Geo. W. Burke and Dorothea B. Wash- 
ington; secu. Thos. G. Burke. 

November 14, 1844—Fleming Bibb and Nancy Chiles; 
secu. Wyatt Durett. 

December 9, 1844—Rufus C. Hackett and Sarah E. 
Redd; secu. Addison L. Coleman. 

January 7, 1845—Garland Samuel and Hiisaheth G. Mot- 
ley; secu. A. Broaddus, Jr. 

January 13, 1845—Robert Chernault and Lucy Ann 
Redd; secu. Thos. Chernault. 

February 22, 1845—Wm. Elliott and Frances Brooks; 
secu. Benj. F. Carter. 

April 14, 1845—Thos. Motley and Catherine A. Martin; 
secu. Philip Green. 

October 13, 1845—Henry C. Smoot and Mary E. Broad- 
dus; secu. A. S. Broaddus. 

February 4, 1822—Littleton Goodwin Coleman and Lucy 
Ann Redd; secu. Samuel Redd. 

October 8, 1821—Leroy Tayloe and Fanny Goldman; 
secu. Henry B. Ithreskley. 

November 19, 1821—Wade Mills and Maria Dickinson; 
secu. Wm. Newton. 

October 8, 1821—Henry Taylor and Catherine Cazy; 
secu. Caleb Mitchell. 

November 12, 1821—Robt. G. Haile and Eliza B. Jones; 
secu. Richard Buckner, Jr. 

November 12, 1821—John Noel and Nancy Redd; secu. 
Jas. Bell. 

November 12, 1821—Genet Anderson and Maria D. Har- 
ris; secu. Henry C. Coleman. 

November 22, 1821—William Harris and Phebe Wright; 
secu. Jas. Harris. 

November 22, 1821—Acquilla Alexander and Mary H. 
West; secu. Richard West. 

December 5, 1821—Thos. H. Burke and Mrs. Susan E. K. 
Washington; secu. Wm. A. Pendleton. 

December 4, 1821—Robert L. Staples and Sarah Wool- 
folk; secu. Jno. Dickinson. 
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December 7, 1821—Wm. Farmer and Elizabeth Lovern; 


secu. Frederick Turner. 
December 8, 1821—Jas. M. Mullen and Lucy Stevens; 


secu. Jas. H. Stevens. 
December 10, 1821—William Kidd and Harriet M. 


Wright; secu. Robt. C. Wright. 
December 10, 1821—Edmund West and Jane K. Mason, 


daughter of Joel Mason; secu. Joel Mason. 
December 10, 1821—Thomas Butler and Mary E. South- 


worth; secu. Richard Pore. 

December 10, 1821—Warner W. Gray and Hannah 
(Wright?); secu. Samuel Wortham. 

December 10, 1821—Smallwood Chandler and Catherine 


Swann; secu. Wm. Covington. 
December 14, 1821—James B. Carter and Eliza Carter, 


daughter of Joseph C.; secu. Joseph Carter. 
December 14, 1821—John Holloway and Ann Collawn; 


secu. John T. Bullock. 
December 20, 1821—Edmund Arnold and Catherine 


Southworth; secu. Jno. S. Blanton. 
December 20, 1821—Wm. Merryman and Ann A. John- 


son; secu. Churchill Jones. 
December 20, 1821—Corbin Elliott and Elizabeth Pruett; 


secu. Merriday Edwards. 

December 24, 1821—Jas. Dyson and Sarah Mason; secu. 
Jos. R. Mason. 

December 26, 1821—Baylor Martin and Sally Jordan; 
secu. Wm. Jordan. 

December 30, 1821—John Hutchinson and Mary D. 
Brown; secu. John D. G. Brown. 

January 4, 1822—Lindsey Wharton and Nancy Estes; 
secu. Benj. Wharton. 

January 7, 1822—John Houston and Nancy Moore; secu. 
Bernard Moore. 


(To be Continued) 
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DIARY OF JOHN EARLY, BISHOP OF THE 
METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, 
SOUTH 


(Continued ) 


Wednesday 17th, Bethel at ten oclock, 6 miles. I had com- 
mon liberty in illustrating, “Who is she that looketh forth in 
the morning, far as the moon, clear as the sun and terrible as 
an army with banners” and displeased some Calvinists by tell- 
ing them that they fall from grace. As I started for my next 
(appointment) a young man presented me an open letter di- 
rected to: 

Mr. John Early 


Citizen of the World. 


I immediately asked him who gave him the letter. He pe- 
remptorily told me his father and who his father was, viz, 
John Binford* and that his father expected a written answer. 
I told him to tell his father that if he had sealed his letter and 
directed it to me as a Gentleman ought to have done I should 
have felt myself bound to have answered him accordingly, but 
as it was I should treat him with silence and do what I pleased 
with his ridiculous superscription, and so put it in my pocket, 
bade him farewell, got in my chair and rode off (before I 
read it).¢ At three oclock I preached at Concord, 10 miles, 
and had a melting happy time. Stayed at S. Boykins’, 4 miles. 


* A man who had represented Northampton N. C. in the Senate for 
years but had recently been shut out and said that I had been the cause 
of it by directing my brethren not to vote for him, which was partly 
true, as he had not acted with decorum, though a magistrate at a camp 
meeting in his city. 

+ On my way the sun was nearly entirely eclipsed, beginning fifteen 
minutes past twelve and ending thirty past three oclock. There was a 
great change in the face of nature. 
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Wednesday 18th. I preached at Smith’s Chapel at 10 oclock 
and at Rehobeth, 21 miles, at 3 in the afternoon but was very 
much fatigued in consequence of my labor and necessary fast- 
ing but I expect ere long to get where my labor will subside 
and my weary spirit will be at rest forever. 

Thursday 19th, to Moore’s, 12 miles, and preached on, “Go 
ye unto all the world and preach the Gospel to every creature” 
until I was very weary in body. I joined six in society and left 
them powerfully engaged and went to Lebanon in the afternoon, 
7 miles. On my way I several times felt like fainting with 
fatigue and heat but the Lord helped me and I preached with 
common power after I got there. At night I am in Bro. Seth 
Peebles little room in peace and in four days I have ridden 
70 miles, preached eight times and met several classes. My 
body or casket is very weary but my mind is as calm and still 
as the house I now abide in. 

Friday 20th. I set out for a camp meeting at Hebronf in 
Caswell Circuit and arrived there in the evening, 30 miles, and 
was almost overjoyed to see a great number of my old ac- 
quaintances and special friends there striving for the kingdom 
of heaven. A number of people encamped on the ground and 
many attended public worship in the day and the night. We 
had good and powerful preaching, many sinners cut to the 
heart, about 40 or 50 converted, tolerably good order among 
the people and a great quickening among professors. I had 
to preach twice during my stay there, one of which times I 
was uncommonly happy but the other I was beclouded in mind. 
Upon the whole it was a great meeting to me and particularly 
the last day but my mind was sorely buffeted when I parted with 
so many of my friends, both preachers and people. Yet I 
resolved to trust God and be more faithful than ever I had 
been. I stayed that night with Bro. Burton at Bro. Fitts’. 


tHere I reproved two young men for some impudence and one of 
them drew a knife and a pistol at me and threatened my life. I told 
him I refused not to die if I deserved to die but I did not intend to be 
abused by a set of ruffans and a magistrate took them both off and 
quieted them. Afterwards he that threatened my life came and made 
acknowledgement to me to atone for his guilt. 
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Wednesday 25th. I rode to Bro. Putney’s in Northumber- 
land, 32 miles. 

Thursday evening I preached at Lebanon, 7 miles, on the 
whole duty of man and gave Calvinism a broadside. 

Friday 27th. I preached the funeral of Sister Guilliam, de- 
ceased, who was an Israelite indeed in whom was no guile and 
we had a general blaze in the congregation at the grave. 

Saturday 28th. I preached at George Wright’s, 8 miles, 
and we had a precious time. 

Lord’s Day 29th to Olive Branch. A number attended to 
whom I tried to preach Christ in his offices and the benefits of 
becoming members of Christ’s Kingdom and we had a pleasant 
shower, particularly among the people of God and several joined 
our church. I was better pleased with our prospect than I 
had ever been there. That evening I visited Bro. Thomas 
Dromgoole’s family, which was much afflicted, and returned to 
Bro. Lashby’s very weary. 

Monday 30th, to Roanoke Chapel, 8 miles. Preached and 
had a good time and received several into our church. I was 
unwell. 

Tuesday 1st of October, to James Baugh’s, 7 miles, a mere 
wilderness for an old settled country, but the Lord had recently 
poured out His spirit among them and opened their hearts. 
Hence they were prompted to open their houses for His ser- 
vants. A number of people attended and, some I thought, 
for to see only. I tried to preach on “Fear God and keep His 
commandments” and several old sinners were apparently cut 
to the heart and some came forward to be prayed for and I 
trust good was done and that that was the beginning of good 
times. I gave out another appointment and set them about 
a meeting house and baptized several of their children. I 
went that evening to Bro. E. Travis’ (a very clever man who 
had lately got religion, though a very wicked man upon his 
conversion to God) and I baptized his household and I was, 
I suppose, the first preacher that ever stayed there. 

Wednesday 2nd, to Calvary, 8 miles. A number of people 
attended to whom I preached on “Quench not the spirit” and 
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a number apparently felt its power. I received several into 
class and was pleased with the great prospect there and was 
glad to hear that notwithstanding the Baptist preachers had 
been hankering about there to proselyte our lambs there into 
the water yet they were like to have no success, and the Lord 
was crowning our labors daily with converts. I stayed at Bro. 
MacGowans. 

Thursday 3rd, to Williams’, 9 miles, and preached to a 
crowded house of people on “What shall be the end of those 
who obey not the Gospel of God’s?” and many felt the power 
of the Gospel, and some shouted and others cried aloud for 
mercy. It was a meeting to be remembered and seven joined 
our society, and some that the Baptists had expected to get 
into the Jordan. 

N. B. In this revival we had some opposition and that 
mostly from the Baptists. But it was often remarked and by 
old Methodists in my presence that there was the best perse- 
cution in that revival that they had ever heard or seen of in a 
revival and I thought so myself. I undertook to account for 
it on this principle, viz, as the people were more enlightened 
every revival, the light shone so brilliant that every mouth 
was stopped, except a few men of neither principle nor good 
sense. “The Baptists are a strange people”, says Bishop Mc- 
Kendree,” for when there is a revival among them it is of the 
Lord but when among the Methodists it is of the Devil.” They 
cry out against our discipline, doctrine, preachers and the work 
amongst us but they are always ready to steal our lambs or 
turn our chickens into ducks by putting them into water. 

Friday 4th, to Salem, 6 miles, and had liberty in commenting 
on the first Psalm and I trust good was done. I was always 
pleased to preach to these people in consequence of their at- 
tention and information, I went to Bro. Holmes. That eve- 
ning I visited Sister Jordan who had been for some time 
confined by affliction and she had, I thought, as strong a con- 
fidence in God as I had ever seen. She exhorted me not to 
keep her out of heaven by my prayers for she wanted the will 
of God done. It was a great feast to me but I was convicted 
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to think I had made no more progress in Religion and was 
no more resigned to the dispensation of divine providence but 
resolved to be more faithful. 

Saturday 5th, to two days meeting at South Hill, 5 miles, 
and preached to a large attentive audience on “Agree with 
thine adversary quickly” and Mr. Brown exhorted and we had 
a good time. We had meeting at candle light that night. 

Sunday morning we had the Sacrament in a large upper 
chamber and the Lord filled many hearts with His divine pres- 
ence and much good was done among professors. At 11 oclock 
I preached out of doors to about 1,500 serious hearers and we 
had a very gracious time. That night we had meeting at 
Salem, 4 miles, and Bro. L. Taylor preached on “Prepare to 
meet thy God” and I was nearly as glad to see Bro. and Sister 
Taylor as I could be. 

Monday was a day of rest and yet of labor in consequence 
of my great fatigue. I thought often of that eternal rest in 
reserve for the people of God. 

Tuesday 8th, to Osslin’s, 6 miles. A number attended to 
whom I spoke on “My son, give me thy heart”. Many were 
cut to the heart and others shouted aloud for mercy. The Lord 
made bare His arm in the conversion of several souls and we 
had great showers and several joined our church. We were 
gaining ground. 

Wednesday 9th, Canaan, 6 miles. We had a full congrega- 
tion to whom I preached on the third chapter of the Gospel by 
John. In the first place I spoke more largely on the subjects 
and modes of baptism than I had ever done before. Of course 
I gave the Baptists a broadside. We had a great time among 
saints and sinners and several joined our church and I think 
there was much good done for our cause. 

Thursday roth, to Tabernacle. A clever decent congregation 
attended to whom I spoke on “The Lord shall judge the ends 
of the earth” and we had a great time among Christians and 
several joined society. 


(To be continued) 


3 
d 
: 
3 


46 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


KENNON LETTERS 


(Continued) 


Mrs. E. B. KENNON To RAcHEL MorpDECAI 


Mecklenburg, Jany. 21, 1816. 


How much my dear Rachel do I miss the Post Office in your 
little village. I declare, if for no other reason I would not live 
at this out of the way place; the difficulties are so numerous 
in the journey of a letter among these cross Posts, that it 
almost renders it useless to write ; and when after surmounting 
all those impediments it reaches Marshallsville; there, it often 
stays a weeek perhaps before it sets off again to get here; for 
two rivers, and ten miles on dry land impede its progress; 
for that is the distance to the office. All these disagreeables 
will be plainly proved to you, when you look at the dates of 
this scrawl and the one to Solomon; for they will begin their 
dreary perigrinations together, tho’ one was written nearly 
a fortnight before the other. I write this long preamble my 
beloved girl by way of apology, for the seeming tardiness of 
friendship, in not congratulating you all sooner on the unex- 
pected arrival of our amiable Sam; but believe me tho’ my pen 
has been idle from necessity during the bad weather, which 
prevented all intercourse on the opposite shore of Dan & 
Staunton; yet my heart has participated in the happiness of 
friends I love with such sincerity. But I flatter myself you 
are too well convinced of my attachment to your family, to 
render any observations necessary to satisfy you, that your 
joys and sorrows are shared by me. You cannot imagine when 
I read in Solly’s communication, for I got his letter before 
I did yours, and found the midnight intruder was not a robber 
with dire intent, nor Margarets grimy ghost, nor any thing 
terrific; but another beloved wanderer of the ocean, in propria 
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persona, you see how high larnt I am, I jumpt with surprise 
as great, and as instantaneous; as the first person did that old 
Franklin electrified. I could scarcely believe I read it right; 
but heartily do I rejoice, that he is again in the land of liberty ; 
safe from Spaniards, Moors, Winds, Waves, and British tur- 
pitude; which I think is much to be dreaded by those, who 
plough the salt seas in merchant vessels; for so little was 
free trade, and sailors rights regarded when peace was made; 
that I doubt not impressment of our gallant Tars, will be as 
frequent again as it was before the War. You did not say 
whether he meant to tempt the dangerous Main once more, 
or to remain quietly at home; I hope the latter. My much 
loved Seamen are still with me thank Heaven; how long it 
will be the case I cannot tell, for you know they are not free 
agents; for while they hold Commissions from their Country: 
they must obey its mandates. Well, I will not anticipate evils ; 
but grateful for present felicity, be happy while I can, and 
hope for the best. What will you think when I tell you, I 
have not heard from Sally since I saw you; I should be uneasy 
about her silence, did I not impute it to these tormenting Post 
Offices, or more properly speaking my not receiving a letter, 
for I am satisfied she has written. And now my R achel, List, 
List. For I will a tale unfold, whose lightest word will harrow 
up thy soul; But I hope it will make you bend with devout 
gratitude, to the all-merciful Protector of your family, who 
when a similar misfortune assailed you; escaped so wonder- 
fully from the horrors I am going to particularize. Poor Mrs. 
Burwell, the mother of your young favourite Martha, on the 
last night of the old year, had her house burned down, and 
dreadful to relate, eight persons were destroyed. Her very 
worthy and affectionate son Henry; with his wife, a child of 
her son Randolph, a daughter of her son-in-law John Burwell, 
and four negro girls who slept in the house. Your justly 
admired pupil, showed such presence of mind, and goodness 
of heart, and courage also; that she deserves great credit. It 
is said that the alarm was first given by a young gentleman 
who was there; and who was awakened by the smoke in his 
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room; he sprang out of bed; but found the floor so hot, he 
could scarcely bear it with his naked feet; he however imme- 
diately began to call out, and ran to Marthas room, the door 
of which he burst open; the devouring element raged so vio- 
lently, that escape by the stairs was nearly impossible; and 
unfortunately the whites were all above stairs, and it caught 
below ; by the time Martha was made sensible of her danger, 
the flames rolled on through the upper passage and came in 
at her door; she shut the door as a barrier against the fire 
took a little negro girl who was in the room with her, and 
putting her out of the window, and reaching down as far as 
she could she let her drop; she then got out herself; holding 
by the window frame to break her fall as much as possible; 
she called out for some person to try and catch her; a negro 
woman heard, and ran to assist her ; she then let go the window, 
and scraping down the side of the house prevented herself 
from descending with as great rapidity as she otherwise would 
have done; the servant caught her; but the weight broke one 
of her arms, while Martha escaped without injury, except 
wounding her hand with a nail it is supposed, which was per- 
haps in a plank; the young gentleman after she got out leaped 
after her but not using her wise precautions, he was so hurt 
by the violence of the concussion when he struck the ground, 
that he was taken up insensible; and did not speak for several 
days. What makes the catastrophe more lamentable is, that 
Henry Burwell and his wife, on the first alarm got down stairs, 
and could have escaped with very little injury; but she recol- 
lected the child it is thought, for it had been left by its parents 
in their care, and ran back again, tho’ the whole place was in 
flames; Henry seeing her do so, pursued her, and bore her 
back through the dreadful conflagration, for he had barely 
cleared the stairs; when the whole of it fell in; they did not 
find the child or its nurse; they came out alive; but she only 
lived twelve hours and he dragged out a miserable existence 
of three of four days; happiest was the one, or at least the 
most fortunate, who died first. They had only been married 
a very short time; about as long I believe as George Baskere- 
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ville has. The unfortunate old lady was from home when the 
accident happened. Oh, what a dreadful scene, awaited her 
return. It is shocking to think of ; how horrid then to witness. 
But my dear girl, whatever is, must be right. The ways of 
Heaven are dark and intricate ; puzzled in mazes and perplexed 
with horror our understandings wander; nor sees with how 
much art the windings turn, nor write the regular confusion 
ends. Let us then my dear girl be truly, devoutly, and sincerely 
thankful for all the blessings we enjoy; and pray fervently 
to be spared such heart-rending trials. And now my Rachel I 
think it is time to say farewell; but I have just recollected 
what you said about my mysterious packet to Solomon. Assure 
yourself I had no intention to lay him under restraint, if he 
chose after perusing, to show it; but as I supposed myself 
wonderfully wise, and penetrating; I wanted him to read it 
to himself first; as my suspicions had not perhaps been enter- 
tained by any other person; thus far by way of explanation; 
and now I release him from his promise, and give him my 
consent to show the scrawl to you all; and I wish it may be 
thought worthy the curiosity it has excited. My love to all 
the family ; may we all meet in prosperity, in good health, and 
happiness, many times before we go hence and are no more 
seen, is the hearty wish of yours sincerely 
E. B. Kennon. 
P. S. The little negro Martha put out of the window, es- 
caped unhurt, it is said. 
Miss Rachel Mordecai, Postmarked: Marshallsville, Va. 
Warrenton 31st January 1816 25% 
North Carolina. 


Mrs. E. B. KENNon TO ELLEN Morpecatr 


Merchants Ville March 14th 1816 


As I feel in a moralizing humour on the instability of all 
human events ; and know none more grave, more solemn, more 
sedate, or more contemplative than Miss Ellen Mordecai; I 
have seated myself to enjoy the feast of reason, and the flow 
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of soul, by an epistolary confab with my dear young friend; 
who tho’ youthful as to the number of years which have passed 
over her head, is as old, and more dignified, in deemeanour 
than her ancient correspondent, who bends beneath the weight 
of fifty four. In that length of time I have felt many sorrows, 
and also enjoyed more happiness than I deserved; and now, 
as I draw nearer to that “Bourne from whence Alas, no travel- 
ler returns”, it is time to begin to meditate on the vanity of 
all sublunary matters, and turn my thoughts to another and a 
better world. I am led into these gloomy reflections I sup- 
pose, by the disagreeable situation of the family here at present. 
There is a bad complaint now raging in it, which we are ap- 
prehensive is the Epidemic; some have been extremely ill with 
it; two have died; one of these, your acquaintance poor old 
Isaac; and my little grandson is alarmingly indisposed, and he 
was so dangerouly attacked some months ago, that we are all 
easily frightened about him. How truly it is said my dear 
Ellen that pain and pleasure, always tread on each others heels ; 
when you last saw me I was happier than I had been for sev- 
eral years; two charming months passed off in the society of 
all my sons; when a mandate came from the great folks at 
Washington, ordering my beloved Lieutenant to repair to 
Boston, and place himself under the command of Commodore 
Chauncey. Tho’ sorry to part with him ,gratitude for recent 
happiness forbad me to repine, and I bowed with submission 
to the decree ; but I confess I found “a void left aching in the 
breast” ; I have had two letters from the dear fellow; written 
as usual in good spirits; the last one was dated in Baltimore; 
I hope to get another tomorrow. I am now in daily expectation 
of my equally valued Docr. receiving similar directions, to 
place himself on board the Constitution. My poor wild, 
thoughtless, blundering William, as dear as either of the others ; 
will soon I expect be under Capn. Warrington’s direction, as 
I have requested Captain Porter to procure him a Warrant, 
and order him to whatsoever ship that excellent officer com- 
mands. I shall as soon as my health will permit, bid my dear 
Erasmus farewell, and bend my course to the lower country ; 
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the thoughts of our leaving him gives him so much uneasiness, 
that it assists to depress my spirits, more than they otherwise 
would be. And in addition to all this, I have had a letter from 
Mr. Sinclair, announcing his intention of taking his family 
to the far distant Mediterranean. I am told he has asked, and 
obtained permission to do so. If all these arrangements take 
place my dear Ellen, and I send Richard from me to school ; 
where will you find a more forlorn old animal than your anti- 
quated friend? I am sure you may say in the words of Gold- 
smith: “none but that widowed solitary thing” is to be seen 
of all the harmless train you once knew. But enough of 
myself, and those dear objects who employ such a portion of 
my ideas. I will leave that subject, and tell you I hope to 
take a little peep at you all on my way to Petersburg; as we 
have determnied to go through your village ; and then I doubt 
not I shall turn the last look I shall have it in my power to 
give Warrenton. That you would think no misfortune but I 
should be pleased to see it again at some future day; for tho’ 
there are not many pleasing reflections, associated with the 
thought of that garden spot of the world; still I shall always 
think of it with pleasure as the place which introduced me to 
your dear family, and was productive of the friendship, which 
I hope will never be extinct between our familiees while a 
member of each exists. I have had an affectionate letter from 
our amiable Sam; but not one line from lazy, negligent, slight- 
ing, affronting, bad Moses. Oh, he is too provoking; and if 
I was like Meg Merriles, I would go quite to the place of his 
abidance, to give him a severe chastisement. You must not be 
vexed because the sheet is not filled as usual; but I must stop 
scribbling now, or be too late for the mail; and I am sure you 
had rather get a short scratch, than to wait another Post 
without hearing from my sweet self. So fareweell my Ellen; 
present my love to all from your Father down; prepare to 
ask me the four questions you wrote about, and I will answer 
them as well as I can; put on your cap of sincerity and answer 
one I shall put to you. I shall write Caroline next; I thought 


Solomon was a man of more gallantry than to remain so long 
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in a ladies debt in the billetdoux way; give him a hint of it 
for me. Once more adieu, and believe me unalterably yours 


E. B. Kennon. 


Miss Ellen Mordecai, 
Warrenton, 
North Carolina. 
Mail 
Via Petersburg. 
Postmarked as follows: 


from Buffaloe Spring Va. 1834 
14 March 1816 


(To be Continued ) 
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THE VIRGINIA HISTORICAL 
TREE CONTEST 


(Contributed by Dr. J. Elton Lodewick, V. P. I., Blacksburg, Va.) 


Trees have been associated with the history and develop- 
ment of this country since the first attempts to establish Eng- 
lish colonies on its eastern shores. The abundance of forests 
was one of the urging factors in Great Britain’s efforts to 
colonize. The oak and pine forests of America furnished tim- 
bers and naval stores for the rapidly expanding navy, as well 
as fuel for iron, glass and brick manufacture. Frequent con- 
tacts with the forests instilled in the early colonists a respect 
and an appreciation of trees. Thus people were prone to plant 
trees around their homes, either with the aesthetic or utili- 
tarian aspect in mind. Seedlings and slips of trees were fre- 
quently brought from the mother country, and were often 
presented to friends as reminders of friendships. Was not the 
planting of thirteen horsechestnuts by Washington as symbolic 
of the thirteen original states, merely an expression of the 
veneration in which these children of Nature were held? Trees 
frequently formed landmarks in whose shade lovers could 
meet or military headquarters be established, and from whose 
branches spies and traitors might be hung. 

Although Virginians are proud of the part they have played 
in shaping the destinies of the nation, and are making an effort 
to preserve such historical mementoes as have survived the 
ravages of time and conflict, little attention has been focused 
on the trees. These are long-lived and frequently stand as 
reminders of events long past. During the summer of 1930, 
three organizations planned to attract interest to the historical 
and notable trees of the state. The Virginia Historical Society, 
the Richmond News Leader, and the Virginia Polytechnic In- 
stitute, co-operating, announced an Historical Tree Contest, 
beginning on June 20th and closing on November Ist. Cash 
awards, furnished by the Historical Society, were offered for 
photographs and written accounts of Virginia trees which were 
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associated with historical events, or notable people. The fol- 
lowing awards have been made. 


i, 


10. 


13. 


14. 


First—$5.00 


J. Luther Kibler, Williamsburg, Va. (Spanish Oak on 
William and Mary Campus). 


Seconds—$3.00 


L. W. McWane, Fredericksburg, Va. (Washington Horse- 
chestnuts). 

Rev. W. C. Campbell, Roanoke (James Moore Apple 
Trees, Abb’s Valley, Tazewell, Va.). 


Thirds—$2.00 


James A. Ridgwell, Norfolk, Va. (Live Oak, Willoughby 
Bay). 

Rev. G. A. Wilson, Jr., Marion, Va. (The Tory Oaks, 
Wythe County). 

Mrs. Lynwood R. Holmes, Philadelphia, Pa. (Pecan Tree 
at Brandon, Prince George County). 


Fourths—$1.00 


H. Drewry Kerr, Jr., Ashland, Va. (Henry Clay Oak). 
Mrs. Lynwood R. Holmes, Philadelphia, Pa. (Arbor Vitae 
at Natural Bridge). 

M. Edna Holmes, Newport News, Va. (Mulberry, New- 
port News). 

Rev. W. C .Campbell, Roanoke, Va. (General Jackson 
Oak, Elliston). 


. Mrs. Lynwood R. Holmes, Philadelphia, Pa. (Oak in 


Lexington Cemetery). 

Mrs. Lynwood R. Holmes, Philadelphia, Pa. (Mulberry 
at Natural Bridge). 

Rev. W. C. Campbell, Roanoke, Va. (Oaks at James 
Moore’s Grave). 

Mrs. Lynwood R. Holmes, Philadelphia, Pa. (Hog Island 
Holly). 
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LETTER OF MRS. WORMLEY TO MR. JAMES FOX 


“Dear Sir: 

I send by Peter, Connecticut for $50 Dollars which I acknowledge 
the receipt of nothing but a wish to pay what I owe induces me to 
part with him at that price. I flattered myself sometime since he 
would have sold for fifty more which would have paid a few other 
trifling debts — our poor Government will not allow any other means 
of paying but disappointment you know I ought to be accustomed 
to — I am not certain whether you will not wish Interest on the 25 
you paid last winter for me 30 dollars will not pay you I enclose you 
10 to pay yourself, reserve 5 in your hands which I must beg the 
favor of you as soon as you think good firkin butter can be pur- 
chased at the Richmond market to get me a small firkin to that 
amount and send it when you send anything of Mammas to Fraziers. 
The little over the note sent, you may leave in Frankeys hands — do 
mark me off your books when you return as you know life is un- 
certain — My children I hope are better 

yrs. &c. 
Betsy Wormley 


The Cottage 
oct. 21 — 1813. 


On back of this letter in Mr. Jas. Fox’s writing, “Mrs. Wormleys 
notes for horse Connecticut”. 

[This is an exact copy of the letter in spelling, punctuation, etc.— 
Lucie P. Stone.] 

“I send you my good Sir: your pillow case which I forgot to give 
you when down — send me the No. of our Ticket and write me if 
you are sure it is the Medical College Lottery: I hope it is in that 
Lottery — Will you give the Doctor if you can make it convenient 
five dollars to get me some gloves: if I go up the country I shall 
want them by the first opportunity send me if you can a Barrel of 
white nice seed Cotton I can have it gined here very well: direct it 
to me if you please — my respects for your-self and sisters; in which 
Mama & Sara unite also Mrs. Beverley — 


Your well wisher 
Rebecca T. Wormeley 
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Rosegile June the 3—1812.” 
{An exact copy] To Mr. James Fox 
Manskin Lodge 
Favor of Doctor Nicolson 


{This Mr. James Fox was the eldest son of Mr. Thomas Fox, of 
King William county, who married (Thomas) Leah Lipscomb. From 
old papers placed in my hands by Miss Belle Cocke, formerly of King 
William, now of Roanoke, Va. She is a niece of Dr. Chas. L. Cocke, 
the founder of Hollins.] 


HARMANSON-WASHINGTON 


The following is offered, in extension of certain notes published in 
the April, 1930, issue of the Magazine. 

HARMANSON. John Harmanson, of Northumberland county, mem- 
ber of the Committee of 1774, married Elizabeth Shepherd, daughter 
of John Shepherd and wife Katherine, maiden name not borne in my 
record. They were doubtless the parents of John S. (Shepherd?) Har- 
manson, who was living in Northumberland in 1789. 

Katherine, the wife of John Shepherd, above, was married three times. 
By John Shepherd she had, besides Elizabeth, above, a daughter, Mar- 
garet Shepherd, probably older than Elizabeth, who married Edward 
Ker. 

Katherine, above, married (2nd) Richard Drummond and had, with 
perhaps others, two daughters, Alicia Drummond, who died unmarried, 
and Ann Drummond, who married (a) in May, 1759, she then still 
under age, William Justice. He died in April, 1762, and in November 
oi the same year his widow married (b) Thomas Bailey. 

Katherine married (3) Ralph Justice, father of her son-in-law, Wil- 
liam Justice, above. By this marriage no issue. 

WYATT. Hubbard Wyatt died leaving orphans John, Agnes, and 
Mary, for whom in 1780 Pleasant Cocke was guardian. The daughter, 
Mary Wyatt, died unmarried. 

Another Mr. Wyatt, name unknown, married Catherine Robinson, 
daughter of John Robinson. He died leaving one child, for whom in 
1813, Morgan Tomkies was guardian. 

WASHINGTON. Henry Washington, of Albemarle, was stated, on 
page 134, to have married Anne Quarles. I have record of the mar- 
riages of two of their daughters. Who were the parents of this Henry 
Washington, and where did they live. 

QUARLES. I have a good deal of Quarles family data that is not 
included in the notes published in the April number. 

Rev. B. L. Ancell, 
20 Minghong Road, Shanghai, China. 
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READ-PENN BIBLE RECORDS 
Contributed by Mrs. John E. Lane 


Records from family Bible printed and published by M. Carey, No. 
121 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, 1814. Owned by Dr. John T. W. 
Read, of Bedford county, who was named for his three brothers, John, 
Thomas and Wyatt, who fell fighting under George Washington at 


Valley Forge. His home, a large brick house, “Liberty Hall”, lies one 
mile west of New London on the Salem Turnpike. On the fly-leaf of 
this Bible his signature appears thus, 
“John T. W. Read’s Book 
December 6th, 1815.” 


This Bible is now owned by his great granddaughter, Miss Daisy I. 
Read, Evington, Va., Route No. 2. 


MArRIAGES 


John T. W. Read and Elizabeth Alexander married the 25th of De- 
cember, 1808. 

Ann Isabella Read and Fred’k G. Peters were married on the 6th 
of Sept., 1827, by the Rev’d Nicholas H. Cobbs. 

Nathan Reid, Jr., and Eliza A. Read were married on Wednesday, 
the 3rd of March, 1830, by the Rev’d N. H. Cobbs. 

William A. Read and Mary Jane Hall were married the 11th of 
Sept., 1834, by the Rev’d W. T. Rice. 

Robert A. Read and Frances Ann Pendleton were married on the 
5th of Nov., 1834, by the Rev’d Mr. Bowman. 

John T. W. Read and Eliza Douthat were married by the Rev’d Wil- 
liam S. Read on the 4th of Feb’y, 1835. 

Samuel Read and Theresa Samantha Arnold were married by Rev. 
Cleland Nelson on Wednesday May 3rd, 1843. 

John T. W. Read and Rebecca Pryor were married on 15th Jan’y, 
1846, by the Rev’d Isaac Cocherin. 


John T. W. Read, son of Wm. and Johanna was born the 24th June 


1777. 
Elizabeth Read, daughter of Robert Alexander and Nancey, was born 


the 16th Feb’y 1787. 


Ann I. A. Read was born (Sunday) Sept. 24, 1809. 
Elizabeth A. Read was born (Monday) March 1, 1811. 
Robert A. Read was born (Friday) 11th Sept., 1812. 
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Wm. A. Read was born (Monday) 12th Sept., 1814. 

Samuel Read was born (Sunday) 15th Feb., 1817. 

John Alexander Read, son of Wm. A. & Mary Jane Read, was born 
19th of July, 1835. 

William Read, son of Jones Read, was born 27th July, 1777. 

Nancy Read, daughter of Jones Read, was born 8th March, 1779. 

A list of the names and births of over thirty negroes is next re- 
corded. 


DEATHS 


Edmund Read departed this life on 27th Feb’y 1826 in the 46th year 
of age. 

Elizabeth Read, wife of Samuel Read, departed this life 27th March, 
1829. 

Sam’! Read departed this life on Jan. 28, 1831. 

William C. Read, son of Sam’l Read, departed this life on the 21st 
Sept. 1833, at 11 o’clock A. M. 

Elizabeth Read, wife of John T. W. Read, died 10th Jan’y, 1833. 

Eliza Read, wife of John T. W. Read, departed this life on Thurs- 
day the 30th of May, 1844, at 8 P. M. 

Dr. John T. W. Read, son of William and Johanna Read, departed 
this life on the 27th day of August 1852 at about % past 9 o'clock 


P. M. 


Records from family Bible printed and published by M. Carey & Son, 
No. 126, Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, 1819: owned by Robert Cowan 
Penn, of Bedford county, his home, St. Helena, being located about 
seven miles south of Liberty (Bedford), Va. 

This Bible is now owned by his granddaughter, Mrs. Thomas G. 
Read, Evington, Va., Route No. 2. 


MARRIAGES 


Robert C. Penn and Lucinda Steptoe intermarried on the fifteenth 
day of June 1814. 

Julia Penn and Nelson Crawford intermarried on the 
in the State of Alabama. 

Virginia Penn and Dr. Charles Snow intermarried on the 
day of in the year of in the State of 
Alabama. 

Alfred Penn and Evelyn C. Bradfute intermarried on the 11th of 
Sept. 1833 in the town of Lynchburg, Va. 

Matilda Penn and Isaac Patrick intermarried on the 17th day of May 
in the year 1815. 
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Elizabeth Penn and William B. Harris intermarried on the 
day of in the year 1815. 

Margaret Penn and Shortridge intermarried on the 
day of in the State of Alabama, in the year 1822. 


CHILDREN oF R. C. AnD Lucy Penn 


Frances L. Penn and David Rodes intermarried on the 12th day of 
May 1846, at St. Helena, in Bedford county, Va. 
Bettie Penn and Hezekiah Jordan intermarried on the 7th of Nov. 
1850. 
BirtHs 


Robert C. Penn born the 19th day of Feb., seventeen hundred and 
eight nine—1789. At “The Grove” east of New London). 

Lucinda Steptoe, born on the 25th day of March seventeen hundred 
and ninety five—1795. (At “Federal Hall” near New London). 

Ada Augusta, the first child of Elizabeth J. and Hezekiah T. Jordan 
born at “St. Helena” in the county of Bedford, Va., on the eleventh 
day of Sept. in the year of our Lord eighteen hundred and fifty one— 
1851. 

Imogene, the second child of Elizabeth J. and Hezekiah T. Jordan, 
born at St. Helena in the county of Bedford, Va., on the 8th day of 
December in the year of our Lord eighteen hundred and fifty three 
(1853). 

John Y. Jordan July 11th, 1857, died Sept. 26, 1890—aged 33 years. 


James Steptoe Penn, the first child of Robert and Lucy Penn, was 
born on the 20th day of March eighteen hundred and seventeen (1817). 

Frances Louise Penn was born the 21st day of January eighteen hun- 
dred and eighteen (1818). 

LaFayette Penn was born on the 6th day of Aug. eighteen hundred 
and twenty (1820). 

Elizabeth Johnson Penn was born the 9th day of Oct. eighteen hun- 


dred and twenty three (1823). 
Margaret Penn born on the third day of April, one thousand eight 


' hundred and twenty eight (1828). 


DEATHS 


Died at St. Helena in the county of Bedford the 9th of November 
at the residence of his parents, James S. Penn in the 39th year of his 
age in the year 1854. 

Died at St. Helena, Bedford County, Va., Robert C. Penn, on the 
2nd day of July 1856, in the 67 year of his age. 
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Died at her residence in Bedford County on the 10th day of July 
1878 in the 84th year of her age, Mrs. Lucinda Penn, widow of Robert 
C. Penn. 

“Though lost to sight 
To memory dear.” 


Bettie Johnston Jordan, consort of Thomas Hezekiah Jordan, died 
in Lynchburg, Va., March 17, 1912 in the 90th year of her age. 

James Penn, Senior, died in New Orleans in the month of Feb. 1823, 
aged 58 years. 

James Penn, Junior, killed on the Missouri river by the Ricogee 
Indians in the spring of 1823, in the 25th year of his age. 

William Penn died of yellow fever at St. Stevens in the State of 
Alabama in the month ————— in 1822 in the 22nd year of his age. 

Isaac Patrick died at Tuskaloosa in the State of Alabama in the 
year 1823. 


Died at his residence (Federal Hill) near New London in the county 
of Campbell on the 9th day of Feb. 1826, James Steptoe, Sr., in the 
75th year of his age. 

Died at our residence (St. Helena) in Bedford County, on the 19th 
ef Aug. 1828, Margaret Penn, third daughter of Robert and Lucy Penn 
—aged four months and nineteen days. 

“A sweet and lovely child.” 

Died at his mother’s near Tuskaloosa in the State of Alabama, on 
the 18th of January 1830 Gab’l Penn, in the thirty fifth year of his age. 

Died near Winchester in the State of Tenn. in the month of Sept. 
1832 Betsy Harris in the year of her age. 

Alfred Penn died 1875. 

Died at the Glebe in the County of Amherst on the 22nd of January 
1826, Mrs. Sarah Penn in the 80th year of her age. 

Died—near Tuskaloosa in the State of Alabama on the 15th of De- 
cember 1832 Margaret Penn in the 62 year of her age. She was the 
mother of Robert, Gab’l, James, etc., etc. 

Died in the town of Tuskaloosa, Ala., Matilda Patrick, daughter of 
the late James Penn, [Esq., and relict of the late Isaac Patrick in the 
year 1834. 

Departed this life, 1840, in Fincastle on the 29th of April after an 
illness of twelve days LaFayette Penn, son of Robert and Lucy Penn, 
aged nineteen years. 

We have every reason to believe that he died with the full assur- 
ance of a blessed immortality, and although our loss is great indeed, we 
humbly hope it is in his everlasting gain. “Let me die the death of the 
righteous, and let my last end be like his.” 
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ABSTRACTS OF WILLS OF RUSSELL COUNTY, VIRGINIA 
FROM 1803 TO 1860 


By Elihu Jasper Sutherland, Clintwood, Va. 
(Continued from Vol. XXXVII, p. 342) 
Will Book 5 (Cont.) 


LITTON, SOLOMON—dated October 22, 1842; beneficiaries: chil- 
dren, Solomon, Calib(?), Burton; executor: Solomon Litton, (son) ; 
witnesses: George Cowan and Wm. Browning; probated May 2, 1843, 
Russell County; page 382. 


HORTON, DANIEL—dated October 17, 1842; beneficiaries: wife, 
Harriett; children, Maria Elizabeth Horton and Sally George (w. of 
Hewey George), others mentioned but not named; executor, Harriett 
Horton (wife) named by testator, but court appointed John T. Smith; 
witnesses: Harry Smith, Mary Remine and Reynolds Shoemaker; pro- 
bated August 8, 1843, Russell County; page 409. 


COUNTS, JOHN, SENR.—dated May 27, 1835; beneficiaries: wife, 
Margaret; children: Sarah Smith (w. of James Smith), Joseph, John, 
James, Christena Colley (w. of Richard Colley), Margaret, Elizabeth, 
Jushua, Nancy Jessee (w. of Jefferson Jessee), and Ezekiel; executors: 
Archer Jessee, Sr., and James P. Carrell named by testator, but refusing 
to serve the court appointed George L. Jessee and John Counts, Jr.; 
signed by mark; witnesses: Fleming Burk, Junr., John Smith and 
Harvey Gray; offered for probate October 3, 1843 and probated De- 
cember 5, 1843, Russell County; page 425. 


ASHTON, SAMUEL—dated December 7, 1843; beneficiaries: wife 
Mary; children: (of first wife) Augustus W., William B., Henry D., 
Samuel W., Elizabeth Montgomery and Nancy Honaker; (of second 
wife) James M., Eleanor, Jane, Robert B., Mary Ann and Eliza; exec- 
utor: William B. Aston (son); witnesses: Jacob Owens and Robert 
Fugate; probated March 5, 1844, Russell County; page 431. 


CARRELL, CHARLES, SENR.—dated February 9, 1837; benefici- 
aries: wife, Elizabeth; children (some mentioned but none named) ; 
other relatives: grandchildren Polly and Charles Dickenson (ch. of dau. 
Priscilla), Charles Carrell, Jr. (son of son James P. Carrell), Polly 
Kernan, Cynthia, Matty, Sally Jane, James Charles (ch. of dau. Eliza- 
beth), Nancy P. D. Love, (dau. of gr. dau. Nancy P. Love, dec’d) ; 
executors: James P. Carrell (son), Thomas Dickenson (son-in-law), 
and Henry Dickenson (son-in-law) ; signed by mark; witnesses: Chas. 
S. Bekem, Joseph Pippin, and Saml. Harrison; probated March 8, 1843, 
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Russell County; unsuccessfully contested by James P. Carrell, Nathaniel 
Dickenson and Charles C. Dickenson; page 580. 


Will Book 6 


SWORD, MICHAEL—dated March 15, 1844} beneficiaries: Michael 
(youngest child), other children mentioned but not named; executors: 
Michael Sword (son); signed by mark; witnesses: John Bays and 
Michael S. Taylor; probated May 5, 1846, Russell County; page 2. 


ROMAN, RICHARD—dated August 8, 1846; beneficiaries: children: 
James, Isbel Peck, William, Martha Witt, Jane Wallis, and Richard; 
executor: James Roman (son) named by testator, but refusing to serve, 
the court appointed George Smith; signed by mark; witnesses Richard 
Johnson, Sr., Samuel H. Nash, John Brooks, Minta Coleman and Polly 
Baldwin; probated September 8, 1846, Russell County; page 13. 


HERNDON, MARTIN P.—dated October 3, 1845; beneficiaries: 
wife, Elizabeth; children: John G. (eldest son), George, Polly, Rachel, 
others mentioned but not named; executors: Elizabeth Herndon (wife) 
and John G. Herndon (son); witnesses: James M. McFarlane, James 
P. Hurt, Isaac Johnson, and Moses Hurt; probated March 2, 1847, 
Russell County; page 42. 


PHELPS, SAMUEL—dated September 4, 1846; beneficiaries: wife, 
Susan; children: Sarah; executor: Charles H. Gilmer; signed by mark; 
witnesses: Jackson Hobbs and Axley Gilmer; offered for probate March 
2, 1847, and probated April —, 1847, Russell County; page 46. 


VINT, JOHN—dated February 10, 1844; beneficiaries: George Vint 
(nephew, “of Idle, in the parish of Calverly in the County of York 
in England”), Col. Harvey Gray, trustee of testator’s estate for the 
benefit of the aforesaid nephew) ; executor: Harvey Gray; witnesses: 
Dale Carter, Eliza C. Carter, Franklin Warren (of Madison County, 
Kentucky) ; probated June 8, 1847, Russell County; page 66. 


WARDER, JOHN, “late Merchant”—dated December 13, 1824, tes- 
tator residing in city of Philadelphia; beneficiaries: wife, Ann; chil- 
dren: Jeremiah, William S., Benjamin H., Mary Ann Bacon, Caroline 
Cadbury, Elizabeth W. Janney and John H.; other relatives: Hannah 
Warder (sister-in-law); others: Flora Antwell (servant), Priscilla 
Horner (servant), William Anderson (servant); “My sons Jeremiah 
and John H. and myself being interested with the estate of the late 
Richard Smith of Islington in Great Britain in a large body of back 
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land situate in Russell County, Virginia, I give and devise my 
share therein to my sons Jeremiah and John H. and the survivor of 
them ———.” executors: Ann Warder (wife), Jeremiah Warder 
(son), and John H. Warder (son); witnesses: James Vaux, George 
Vaux, Thomas Stewardson; probated May 17, 1828, in the City of 
Philadelphia, and June 8, 1847, in Russell County; page 67 to 78. 


DICKENSON, THOMAS—dated June 5, 1847; beneficiaries: wife, 
Elizabeth M. (once Carrell); children: James, Charles, and Martha; 
other relatives: Thomas D. and Ellen A. D. Kernan (gr. children), 
Edward D. Kernan (son-in-law—husband of Polly), and Nancy P. D. 
Love (gr. dau.); executor: Edward D. Kernan; witnesses: Samuel 
W. Aston, William B. Aston, and Robt. M. Fields; probated July 6, 
1847, Russell County; page 83. 


WOOD, JOHN—dated June —, 1847; beneficiary: Susan Riley; no 
executor named; signed by mark; witnesses: John Wallis, Isaac Grif- 
fith and Richard Jackson; probated August 3, 1847, Russell County; 
page 97. 


GOSE, STEPHEN, SENR.—dated February 12, 1842; beneficiaries : 
wife, Catherine; children: George, Catherine Porter, Barbra Jessee, 
Elizabeth Benner, Mary Sinclair, Stephen (deceased), and Martha 
(deceased) ; other relatives: sons-in-law: John Porter, Lea Jessee, John 
Benner, Joseph Sinclair; and grandson, James M. McFarlane (son of 
dau. Martha) ; executor: George Gose (son); witnesses: James Wheel- 
er, Hugh Fraley and William F. Jessee; probated February 8, 1848; 
page 113. 


BURK, FLEMING, SENR.—dated March 26, 1846; beneficiaries: chil- 
dren: William, John, Nancy Vermillian, Jane Jessee, Robert and Flem- 
ing (two other children noted as being deceased); other relatives: 
children (unnamed) of dau. Polly Fuller, dec’d, and children (un- 
named) of dau. Sally Browning, dec’d; executor: Isaiah Fuller (son- 
in-law) ; signed by mark; witnesses: John Grace and James P. Carrell; 
probated April 5, 1848, Russell County; page 123. 


HURT, MOSES, SENR.—dated February 23, 1849; beneficiaries : 
wife, Nancy; children: James P. and Polly White; other relatives: 
Edward White (son-in-law), Silas B. Hurt (gr. son), Mary Ann W. 
Hurt (gr. dau.), child (unnamed) of son Vincent and his last wife 
Ann; executors: James P. Hurt (son) and Silas B. Hurt (gr. son) ; 
witnesses: John T. Smith, Isaac Johnson and John Barrett; probated 
March 6, 1849, Russell County; page 164. 
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MONTGOMERY, LYDIA—dated March 16, 1849; beneficiaries: 
mother (unnamed); brothers, Isaiah Muncy, Samuel P. Muncy and 
Charles W. Muncy; sisters, Nancy Mariah and Phebe; nieces, Elizabeth 
Muncy and Elizabeth Jane (dau. of bro. Isaiah) ; and nephew, James 
G. Muncy; executor: Charles H. Gilmer; signed by mark; witnesses: 
John R. Hendricks and James Blessing; probated June 5, 1849, Rus- 
sell County; page 179. 


ROBERT SMITH, JR., OF “BRANDON” ( _ -1687) 


Elizabeth, dau. of *Christopher Wormeley ( -1643) of Charles 
River, and cousin german of *Secretary Ralph Wormeley, m 

1. *Richard Kemp (will dated January 4, 1649/50, pr. in London, 
1656, by “Elizabeth Lunsford, alias Kemp.” See V. M., ii, 174). 

2. *Sir T. Lunsford, d. 1653. 

3. *Major General Robert Smith of “Brandon” in Middlesex (living, 
1683). 

Did she have a son by this third marriage and was he the Robert 
Smith, Jr. ( -1687) who appears in the Christ Church vestry book 
from 1681-86 (pp. 33, 43, 44, 46, 48, 50)? In the first of these entries 
(1681, p. 33) he sat at the foot of the vestry in which Major General 
Robert Smith also sat. 

From another (p. 48) it appears incidentally that he was Sheriff of 
Middlesex, 1685; and thus it seems that he was the “Mr. Robert Smith” 
included in the Middlesex commission, 1680 and 1686. 

In 1683 (pp. 43, 44), after the death of John Shepherd, the parson 
{June, 1683, see Register, p. 8) “Ralph Wormeley, Esq., and Mr. Robert 
Smith” were asked by the vestry to write to Lady Agatha Chicheley 
[Wormeley’s mother] and Major General Robert Smith “who it is 
hoped are now safe in London,” to find a new minister for Christ 
Church [hence Duel Pead]. 

In the parish register (p. 36) is the entry: 

“Mr. Robert Smith of this parish, dyed October 27, 1687.” 


RaLtpH WorMELey, Son oF THE SECRETARY, WuHo 1713. 


In his last study of the Wormeleys, Dr. Stanard, enumerating the 
children of Secretary Ralph Wormeley (1650-1700), says (V. M., 
xxxvi, 292): 


I, 8. Ralph, born . . . died unmarried on Dec. 5, 1713. He was in 
England at ‘school at the time of his father’s death, but returned soon 
afterwards and on coming of age inherited Rosegill. He was Sheriff 
of Middlesex, 1704 and 1705. His will, dated December 3, 1713, was 
proved in Middlesex, April 6, 1714.” 
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Robert Carter’s letters (W. & M., xvii, 263, and quoted by Dr. 
Stanard, pp. 287 ff.) refer to the passionate interest in this Ralph by 
his mother during the time he was absent from Virginia at school in 
England; so that there can be no doubt that he was a son of his father’s 
second wife, Elizabeth Armistead, as Dr. Stanard states. As she m. the 
Secretary, February 16, 1687/8 (p. 291), her elder son could not have 
been born before the end of 1688. Assuming that date, he would have 
come of age (say) December, 1709. 

How, then, could he have been Sheriff, 1704-05? 

In the spring of 1704 he would be in his sixteenth year; and, more- 
over, the Carter letters show that he did not return from England until 
the autumn of 1707 (p. 291). 

The Council Journal does not contain the Sheriff lists for 1704-05, 
but note the Sheriff list for 1705, taken from the “Council Book,” which 
is printed in W. & M., viii, 277. This gives Matt Kemp as Sheriff 
for Middlesex, 1705. 

Dr. Stanard’s note was doubtless derived from Middlesex court order 
book. It is peculiarly interesting because it suggests the extraordinary 
favor shown the late Secretary’s son, of appointing him nominal Sheriff 
under age and in absentia, leaving the office to be served by a deputy. 
This surpasses even the raising of Mann Page to the Council without 
previous service in a vestry, a county court, or the House of Burgesses. 


SHERIFFS OF MmDLESEX 


1680 Christopher Wormeley [V. M., viii, 188]. 

1685 Robert Smith, Jr., of Brandon [Christ Church vestry book, 
p. 48]. 

1689-90 Oswald Cary [Randolph MS.}. 

1690 Robert Dudley [to complete term of Cary, dec’d. Randolph 
MS.]. 

1691-92 Robert Dudley [Randolph MS.]. 

[Gap in available evidence] 

1699 Sir William Skipwith [Sheriff lists in Council Journal]. 

1700 Robert Dudley [Sheriff lists in Council Journal]. 

1701 Matt. Kemp II [Sheriff lists in Council Journal]. 

1702 Sir William Skipwith [Sheriff lists in Council Journal]. 

During Nicholson’s administration (1702-05) no Sheriff 

lists were set out in the Council Journal; but there is ex- 
traneous evidence, viz: 

1703 Henry Thacker. See Hayden. The Randolph MS. shows 

that he had been proposed by Lord Howard in 1692, when 

Robert Dudley was reappointed. 
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1704 Ralph Wormeley, eldest son of the Secretary, then in Eng- 
land at school. Dr. Stanard supplies this (V. M., xxxvi, 
292), doubtless from Middlesex records. 

1705 Matt. Kemp II, from Sheriff list for 1705, quoted from the 
“Council Book” in W. & M., viii, 277. 

{Here the continuous record of Sheriff lists is resumed 

in Council Journal.] 

1706-07. Matt. Kemp II. 

1708-09 George Wortham. 

1710-[11] Richard Kemp. 

1712 Oliver Segar. 

1713-14 John Vivion. 

1715-16 George Wortham. 

1717-18 James Walker. 

1719-[20] John Vivion. 

1721 Edwin Thacker. 

1722 Matt. Kemp III. 

1723-24 Christopher Robinson. 

1725 Roger Jones. 

1726 Christopher Robinson. 

1727-28 Oliver Segar. 

1729 Matt. Kemp III. 

1730-31 George Harding. 

1732 James Reid. 

1733-34 Armistead Churchill. 


JOHN LYTH, PARSON, SURGEON, PATRIOT 


Rev. John Lyth was born at Newton Pickering, Yorkshire, England, 
was admitted Sizar at Clare College, Cambridge, on October 30, 1751, 
matriculated in 1752, and received the degree of Bachelor of Arts in 1756. 
He was ordained to the ministry of the Church of England and on 
October 10, 1763, was licensed by the Bishop of London to minister in 
the Colony of Virginia. On December 8, 1763, he received the King’s 
Bounty of £20 to pay the expenses of his voyage to America. 

The exact date of Mr. Lyth’s coming to Virginia is not known nor 
the section of the Colony in which he lived. His name does not appear 
on any record as being the minister of a parish, although as our 
records are incomplete he may have held such a charge. More min- 
isters came to Virginia than were required to fill the parishes, many 
coming as schoolmasters to teach in the free schools established in many 
parishes or to conduct schools of their own. Mr. Lyth may have taught 
in such a school or, by inference from his letter becoming a surgeon 
in the American forces, he may have practised medicine. 
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He seems to have gone to South Carolina in 1767 but left that 
Colony the same year. No further record of him has been discovered 
between that date and 1775. 

In 1774 a group of gentlemen in North Carolina purchased from 
the Indians a tract of 20,000,000 acres covering nearly the present state 
of Kentucky, and undertook the establishment of a new colony to be 
called Transylvania. Four distinct communities were established which 
in 1775 elected delegates to form a colonial legislature. This Legis- 
lature of Transylvania assembled on May 23, 1775, and the Rev. John 
Lyth was present as one of the delegates elected by the town of Har- 
rodsburg. 

Mr. Lyth served as a delegate throughout the whole meeting of the 
Assembly. He preached before the Assembly on May 28, 1775, and again 
on June 4th, the service on May 25th being said to be the first religious 
service ever held upon the soil of Kentucky. This may possibly be 
true; but if Mr. Lyth was of sufficient influence and standing in the 
town of Harrodsburg to be elected one of its representatives in the 
legislature the presumption would be that he lived in that community 
and served as its minister. However, there would be no question as to 
his being the first minister and holding the first religious service in 
Kentucky. Within a few months a petition was sent from these set- 
tlements to the Virginia House of Burgesses requesting that Transyl- 
vania be organized as a county in the Colony of Virginia. This was 
done, and the Transylvania Territory became Kentucky County in 1776. 

Mr. Lyth seems to have left Kentucky and established at least a 
legal residence in the Territory which in 1777 became Washington 
County, as evidenced by the fact that his will was later probated in the 
Washington County Court. 

After the Declaration of Independence there was serious warfare 
with the Cherokee Indians, and expeditions of the Virginia Militia were 
sent against them in 1776 and 1777 and until the power of the Indians 
was broken. Mr. Lyth enlisted in the Virginia Militia as Chaplain and 
served in this capacity in the expeditions of 1776 and 1777. A letter 
from him to Colonel William Preston on April 3, 1777, states that he 
enlisted as Chaplain of Col. Russell’s regiment (the Thirteenth Vir- 
ginia Regiment). 

It appears, however, that there were more chaplains available than 
surgeons. Mr. Lyth became the Surgeon of the Regiment and Rev. 
Alexander Balmain, Assistant Minister of Augusta Parish, became the 
Chaplain. 

Mr, Lyth’s service as surgeon was of short duration. The payroll 
of the regiment for January, 1778, bears the notation that he died on 
January 15th.* From other records we learn that he was killed by 
Indians. His body lies somewhere in an unknown grave in the county 
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of his adoption and for which he made the supreme sacrifice. It is 
due him that the scanty records of his service in Virginia should be 
made known and his memory rescued from oblivion. 
G. MacLaren Brydon, Historiographer, 
Diocese of Virginia. 

References: Goodwin, The Colonial Church in Virginia, p. 288; Dal- 
cho, History of the Protestant Episcopal Church in South Carolina, p. 
434; Ranke, Boonesborough; Virginia State Library Records, War 23. 
Library Report 1912, p. 280; Virginia State Library Records, W. D. 
247-1; Sumner, Annals of Southwest Virginia, 1769-1800, pp. 568, 1099. 


* The Regiment at this time was at Valley Forge. 


QUARLES (Correction). 


I notice in the April number of the Virginia Magazine of History and 
Biography, page 134, line 7, in the Quarles notes, that Edward Huston 
married Susannah Quarles; it should read Edward Humston married 
Susannah Quarles. See Fauquier Historical Society Bulletin, page 94; 
also marriage Reg. No. 114, Fauquier county. 

E. S. Humston, 
Wyaconda, Mo. 


BOLLING-RUSSELL. 


William Bolling or Boling, born in Virginia, 1782, went to Kentucky 
around 1790 with several brothers: Alexander, who later went into 
Ohio; James, to Missouri; Isham, Jesse and perhaps others. Five of 
these brothers were preachers. William married at Elizabethtown, 
Ky., 1804, Elizabeth Alphin, daughter of Ransom Alphin and Elizabeth 
Shelton. This family of Bollings was of the Rolfe-Bolling branch. 
Their father married Naomi (?), a daughter of John Ray and Jane 
Randolph. 

I should like to correspond with any of the descendants of this family, 
and will pay liberally for proof of the line back to Col. John and 
Elizabeth Blair Bolling. 

Can anyone explain how the children of Brig. Gen. Wm. Russell and 
Tabitha Adams were descendants of Pocahontas? Wanted date of 
marriage of their daughter, Elizabeth, who married Edward Mason, 
in Wythe County, Va. 

Mrs. J. F. Kurtz, 
305 South Ave. C, 
Washington, Iowa. 
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SAYERS, ETC. 


Wanted—proof of the Revolutionary services of David Sayers, Sr., 
and of William Lahue, of Wythe County, Va., and of John Beatty, 
Sr. (Beattie), of Washington County, Va. (He was the father of 
three sons who were soldiers and officers of the Revolution.) 

Sayers and Beatty were soldiers in the French and Indian War. 

Also want to know the maiden name of the wife of John Beatty, Sr., 
and the date of their marriage, also the date of the marriage of David 
Sayers, Sr., to Mary Beatty, the daughter of the above John Beatty, 
Sr. See Vol. II, p. 90, in Chalkley’s “Abstracts of Augusta County, 
Va.” 

David Sayers, Jr., and Rhoda Davis were married in Wythe County, 
Va., on Dec. 17, 1801. Who were the parents of Rhoda Davis? 

The will of William Lahue (Lehue) was probated on Feb. 11, 1812, 
in Wythe County, Va., Will Book 2, p. 20. He names his eldest daugh- 
ter, the widow of William Fetterngale, daughter Rebecca Listing, 
eldest son, William Lahue, daughter Winny Hurst, son John, Rachel, 
wife of John Craig, daughter, Lear Davis, daughter, Elizabeth Smythe, 
son, Isaac, daughter, Nancy Lahue, niece, Polly Lahue, who resides 
with them (please name the parents of Polly), sons, Spencer and Cor- 
nelius Lahue to be exors. Want to know the names of William Lahue’s 
parents, also name of his wife (was she a Spencer?) and the date of 
their marriage, or any information of his descendants, etc. 

Mrs. Philip A. Spence, 


Wytheville, Va. 


KATHERINE GRIFFIN. 


I noticed several other errors in the short account of connections of 
Katherine Griffin. Mary Piersey’s home on the James river was called 
“Weyanoke”. Major Stephen Lyde was from Bristol, England. Under 
the picture of Katherine Griffin it states she was the first wife of 
Moore Fauntleroy, whereas she was the wife of his son, William’ 


Fauntleroy. 
P. C. Fauntleroy. 
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GENEALOGY 


UNDERWOOD FAMILY OF VIRGINIA. 
(Continued) 
By Augusta B. Fothergill 


July 22, 1663, William Underwood son and heir of William Under- 
wood Senr, late of Rappahannock County in Virginia in this part of 
America appoint my uncle William Moseley as guardian and attorney 
for me to care for the estate bequeathed by my father’s will. He 
to send to my uncle Edward Burton Gent. of Kedeminster in county 
of Worcestor to whom I have entrusted my education the income out 
of my estates in Virginia. I the said William Underwood am of the 
age of fourteen and one half years. 20 July, 1663. Signed William 
Underwood. Witnessed by Edward Giggs, Will Jenkins. Thomas 
Hartwell Not pub. of the City of Bristol whom I have desired to 
certify my true meaning. (Vol. 1656-64, page 342.) 

The inventory of the cattle of Capt. William Underwood deceased 
was returned by Alexander Fleming and John Washington at Febru- 
ary Court 1663. 

On March 11th, 1662, Sir William Berkeley granted to Mr. William* 
Underwood son and heir of Cole William* Underwood deceased a 
tract of 2561 acres of land lying in Rappahannock County on a creek 
between the said Underwood, Samuel Nicholls, Capt. Washington, 
Mr. Nathaniel Pope and Roger Richardson on the west side of a 
branch near the River side, being the remainder of 2784 acres granted 
to the said Coll. William Underwood 10 Sept., 1658. A marginal 
note on the same page: 13 May, 1679, this patent was renewed in the 
name of William Underwood & Ex¢ P. H. Hartwell. (Land Patents 
No. IV, page 598.) This patent was also recorded in Rappahannock 
County in volume IV, on page 598, bearing the same date as the one 
at the land office in Richmond but is not quite so full as the patent. 

By July 4th, 1670, William Underwood seems to have attained his 
majority and also a son of the same name since as William Under- 
wood Senr. of Sittenbourne Parish, Rappahannock County he con- 
veyed to John Foxhall of Popes Creek, Westmoreland County mer- 
chant, for the sum of 10000 pounds of good merchantable tobacco, the 
interest he now hath or may hereafter may have, by the death of 
his mother in law, in that grist or water mill commonly called or 

known as Majr Underwood’s Mill with appentces lying in the parish 
and county aforesaid and sometime in the tenure and occupation of 
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John Payne & the ground and soyle weheron the Mill standeth to- 
gether with fifty acres of land next and adjoining thereto to be sur- 
veyed and laid out by Mr. William Moseley at the charge and ap- 
pointment of the said John Foxhall together with all Mill pools, 
dams, ponds, stanicks, banks, streams, waters, water courses, rivers, 
rivulets, brooks, fishing, fishing places, ways, paths, passages, 
easments, profitts, commodities, emolluments, advantages, privileges, 
appurtenances whatsoever to the said mill land and premises thereto 
belonging. In presence of John Catlett, Thomas Hawkins, John Vas- 
sell. (Vol. 1680-88, page 121, Rappahannock County.) 

In order book 1676-83 on page 157 is the following: These presents 
shall oblige me William Underwood Senr. my heirs or assigns to lay 
out for the proper use and account of John Foxhall two hundred 
acres of land to that which I formerly lett him with the Mill to his 
convenience upon the Ridge above the Mill which land is to be laid 
out betwixt this and the tenth of October next And alsoe I doe oblige 
myselfe my heires or assignes to make him a lease for the same for 
ninety and nine yeares According to the former lease I made him 
the said ffoxhall for which I doe acknowledge to have Received his 
bill for Consideration for the same As Witness my hand ye 18 
Aprill, 1672. W= Underwood Senr. 

Witnessed by William Pendleton X his mark. Edmund Craske Cl. 
Cur. 

This lease was also recorded in volume 1680-88 on page 341 on 
14 March, 1681, but bearing the same date as the above. This was 
the mill and part of the land which was bequeathed to the Under- 
wood heirs by Coll. John Upton of Isle of Wight County. 

On February 9th, 1673, Amory Butler minister of the Gospel of 
Jesus Christ now Inhabitant of the Countie of Rappahannock in Virge 
for the indemnity, discharge and saving harmless of me, Mr. George 
Jones and Mr. William Moss from the bonds, writings, obligations 
wherein we are bound to any persons within the Colony of Virginia 
on account of the estate of Colle John Catlett dece’d, confirm unto my 
loving kinsman William Underwood of the same county all leases, 
lands, goods whatsoever, real and personal except books, wearing ap- 
parel and parochial dues. Also all that part of the thirds of the 
estate of Colle Catlett which was left in my hands by his relict Eliza- 
beth since my lawful wife but late deceased which she gave the 
profits thereof with certain provisions in her will till her children to 
me to certain ages to have each their several parts of the thirds. 

Test W. Moseley, Richard Cawthorne. (Rappahannock Records 


1672-76, page 333.) 
** February, 1673-4, Amory Butler ac knowledged that it was his 
intent and meaning that the tract of six hundred acres of land pur- 
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chased by him of Mr. Warwick Cummocke is also included in the 

above instrument and does oblige himself to build on the said land 

one thirty foot house with a shead at each end, two outside chimneys 

on the broadside and to planch one Roome. (Vol. 1672-76, page 336.) 

Rev. Amory Butler survived until the year 1679. His will was 
dated 21 August, 1678, and probated 29th January, 1678-9. He styled 
himself as of Sittenbourne Parish, Rappahannock County, Clerk. Be- 
quests were left to his brother William Butler minister of Westmore- 
land County; brother John Butler; God son and nephew John Under- 
wood; brother William Underwood. The latter and Daniel Gaines 
executors. (Vol. 1677-82, page 63.) 

William*® Underwood married Mary Butler a sister of Rev. Amory 
Butler hence brother. Mary was his wife when, on December 24th in 
12th year of the reign of King Charles the Second (1672), he, with 
Mary his wife, of Rappahannock County stated that whereas Mr. 
John Catlett surveyed for Samuel Nicholls a tract of 688 acres of 
land lying in the freshes upon the north side of Rappahannock River 
at a small creek called Whitlocks and from the south side thereof by 
or nigh the river, to the land of Thomas Whitlock deceased, to the 
two branches the said creek divides itself into, to the main branch 
thereof and thence to the Beaver Dams. 

Will Underwood, 
Mary Underwood. 
Test: 
John Richardson, 
Will Underwood. 

They made a power of attorney to Walter Granger which was 
witnessed by Hum. Booth and Francis ** *. (Vol. 1656-64, page 171.) 

May 13th, 1679, Sir Henry Chickeley, Governor, renewed the patent 
which was formerly to William Underwood’s for 2784 acres of land 
to William Underwood. It was the tract which was styled as lying 
on the south side of the Beaver Dam, paralelled to the land of Richard 
Coleman and Thomas Whitlock and the branch near the river side. 
Due William Underwood the father of the said William Underwood 
(vizt) 1400 acres granted to William Smart in the year 1657 and by 
William Clapham Jr. who assigned same to William Underwood and 
the residue for the transportation of 28 persons. (Land Patents No. 
VI, page 688). 

August 1682, William Underwood with Joane his wife for and in 
consideration of 8000 pounds of tobacco and cask, conveyed unto 
Francis Triplett a parcell of land lying in Rappahannock County in 
ye freshes containing three hundred acres, beginning at a corner 
tree of the said Underwood’s patent, near a branch of Appamattox 
Creek in sight of ye said Francis Triplett’s forest plantation, to Mr. 
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Samuel Bloomfield’s line, to the head of Beaver Dam Swamp ac- 
cording to a survey made by Edwin Conway. Sealed signed and de- 
livered in ye presence of Walter Boosh, Edward Moseley, George 
Jones. November * * 1682. (Deeds 1676-82, page 175). 

There seems to be no record of the maiden name of Joane this sec- 
ond wife of William Underwood as all records of adjoining counties 
were searched without finding it. He also may have married again 
since the records of Westmoreland County show that one William 
Underwood married by the year 1692 Mary the relict of Benjamin 
Hasker. (Order book 1690-98, page 83, Westmoreland County). 

William Underwood and Joan his wife of Sittenbourne Parish, for 
the sum of 90000 pounds of tobacco and casque, conveyed to Captain 
Samuel Blumfield of the same a tract of land containing 300 acres 
lying on the north side of Rappahannock River out of the patent for 
2784 acres dated 10 Sept. 1658, adjoining land sold to Francis Trip- 
lett. Witnesses by Moses Hubbert, Elizabeth Hawkins, Francis Stern. 
Dated 3 October 1682. (Wills 1682, page 267). 

30 October 1682, Joane Underwood authorized her husband Wil- 
liam Underwood to acknowledge her dower rights in the presence of 
John Butler and Sarah Butler. (Page 267). 

The will of John Barrow, of date 3 February 1684, was witnessed 
by William Underwood Senr., Joane Underwood X her mark, W= 
Vnderwood O Junr. (Vol. 1676-82, page 45). The said Barrow re- 
quested the said Mr. William Underwood to act as overseer of his 
estate and see that the terms of his wiil be truly performed and to 
have a gold ring of the value of twenty shillings. 

May 18th, 1685, William Underwood of Sittingbourne Parish, Rap- 
pahannock County acknowledged a bond to Nathaniel Pope of West- 
moreland County for the sum of 15000 pounds of good merchantable 
tobaco & Cask. The said Underwood hath sold unto the said Na- 
thaniel Pope a tract of land containing 300 acres of a dividend or 
tract of land which the said Underwood now liveth on, the said 
300 acres near or upon the line of John Wills running on the said 
line next to Potomac and comprehending a level of land by the burnt 
poplar, comprehending the plantation and houses thereunto belonging 
so far as the said Underwood claims by his line and he doth ac- 
knowledge to be fully contented and satisfied for the said land now 
if said William Underwood and Joane his wife their heirs adminis- 
trators or assigns do acknowledge the sale of the said land to Daniel 
Whitty and Mary his wife at the next Court held for Rappahannock 
County on the North side of the River on behalf of the said Na- 
thaniel Pope and shall at any time when required make such con- 
veyance as shall be lawful to the said Pope. Witnessed by ffrancis 
Triplett, Charles Porter. (Vol. 1682-88, p. 202). 
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On page 407 of the same volume is a deed of date 12th 9 ber 1686 
in which William Underwood Senr. of Rappahannock County and 
Joane his true and lawful wife conveyed unto Robert Munden a par- 
cell of land containing one hundred acres lying on the north side 
of Rappahannock River in the freshes thereof at a corner tree on the 
river side and parts the land of the said Underwood and that on 
which Edward Geage now liveth on and down the River to the 
Sandy Valley above Mr. Peales Mill and thence into the woods. 


Signed W™ Underwood 


Test Geo. White Joane Underwood 
W= O Underwod Junr. 

mark 
(Vol. 1682-88, page 407). 

The above land was a part of the Upton land bequeathed to the 
Underwood heirs which William Underwood leased to John Fox- 
hall who in turn leased it to Malachi Peale of upper Machoatocke 
in Westmoreland County, 20 August 1682. For the sum of seventy 
pounds current money the said Foxhall eased one half interest in 
the mill commonly called Major Underwoods Mill in the parish of 
Sittenbourne with the ground and soyle whereon the mill now stands 
with one half of fifty acres next and adjoining thereto which the 
said Foxhall holds by virtue of a lease for ninety nine years made 
by William Underwood Senr. on July 4th 1670. For the full term 
of eighty seven years from July 4th last past being the remainder of 
the ninety nine years. Signed by John Foxhall, Cadwallader Jones 
Junr., William Underwood Senr. and Henry Bamer. Witnessed by 
Martin Butler X his mark, Eliz. Toate, Anthony Shorter. (1682- 
86, 221). 

We next find that at a court held July 5th, 1687 William Underwood 
was fined 400 pounds of tobacco for refusing to serve as a juror in 
the grand inquest of this County being lawfully summoned. To be 
paid to the King’s Majtie. (1684-93, page 38). 

In order book 1683-86, page 55, Rappahannock County, of date 4th 
September 1684, an order is to the effect that William Combs was 
to be bound to Mr. William Underwood until he reached the age of 
twenty one years according to an order of the Vestry of Sittingbourne 
Parish, and assigned to him from Abraham Stepp; the said Under- 
wood to provide for him such necessarys which belongeth to an 
apprentice. 

This does not state just the number of years the apprentice is to 
serve but this youth may have been a half brother to the said Under- 
wood since a record dated 7 June 1666 shows that one Archdall 
Combe conveyed to his son in law (usually meaning step son at this 
time) William Underwood Junr. 1 black cow calf with fifteen hun- 


He 
3 
on 
= 
So 
: 


GENEALOGY 75 


dred pounds of tobacco and cask. Witnessed by William Moseley 
and Richt Morley. On the same day the said Archdall Combe did 
give unto his son in law three cows, one heifer one calf and fifteen 
hundred pounds of tobacco to be paid at the next fall of the leaves 
(7?) and if the said William die without issue to revert to the said 
Archdall Combe who is to have the use of them until the said Wil- 
liam Underwood come of age to choose a guardian. Witnessed by 
William Moseley, Richt Morley. 

The said A. Combe appointed his friend Mr. William Moseley as 
his attorney to acknowledge the said deed of gift to William Under- 
wood Junr. (Deeds 1663-68, page 93). 

Mr. William Underwood and Mr. William Moseley certified that 
* * * Carnoch at the house of John Parsons in ffebruary last offering 
to sell a servany boy named John Ball did then and there declare 
that the said boy had an indenture for four years which Indenture 
the said deponents saw and were (as they remember) by the Lorn 
Mayor of London and for as much as he the said John Ball com- 
plaines to this court that he hath lost his papers of the s¢ Indenture 
it is therefore upon the proof * * * * Ordered that the said John 
Ball do serve but four years accounting the same from the time of his 
first arrival to this Colony of Virginia. (Orders 1683-86, page 116). 

At the General Assembly held in April 1692 an Act was passed for 
dividing the county of Rappahannock: 

Whereas sundry inconveniences attend the inhabitants of Rappa- 
hannoc County and all others who have occasions to prosecute law 
suits there, by reason of the difficulty in passing the river. 

Be it therefore enacted by their Majesties Lieutenant Governour, 
Councell and Burgesses of this present general assembly and the 
authority thereof, and it is hereby enacted, That the aforesaid county 
of Rappahannoc be divided into two distinct counties, soe that Rap- 
pahannoc river divide the same, and that that part which is now 
on the north side thereof be calle dand known by the name of 
Richmond county, and that that part which is on the south side 
thereof be called and known by the name of Essex county; and for 
the due administration of justice, 

Be it enacted by the authority, and it is hereby enacted, That the 
court of the said county of Richmond be constantly held by the jus- 
tices thereof on the first Wednesday of the month, in such manner as 
by the laws of this countrey is provided, and shall be by their com- 
mission directed ........ 

And be it enacted by the authority aforesaid, and it is hereby en- 
acted, That the records belonging to the county court of Rappahannoc 
before this division be kept in Essex County, that belonging wholly 
to their majesties and the other to the proprietors of the Northern 
Neck. (Hening’s Statutes, Vol. III, page 104). 
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BOOK REVIEWS 


THE ERA OF NATIONAL DISGRACE’ 
A Group REvIEw 


I. Andrew Johnson, Plebian and Patriot, by Robert W. Winston, 


Henry Holt and Company; : 
II. The Tragic Era, by Claude G. Bowers, Houghton, Mifflin Com- 


y; 
III. War, Politics and Reconstruction—Story Days in Louisiana, by 
Henry Clay Warmoth, The MacMillan Company. 


Beginning with Lincoln and ending with Grant, the United States 
passed through the blackest, most infamous period of their history. 
No adequate, logically conceived account of the period, as a whole has 
been written. 

Starting with the facts and conditions, political and economic ,an- 
terior to that time, no one has systematically and satisfactorily traced 
the currents and cross-currents of interest and influence or analyzed the 
motives and purposes of political and other leaders, so as to apportion 
praise and blame, and rightly fix responsibility for one of the most 
appalling political crimes of history. 

That service must sometime be performed. Such a history must be 
written. For it is unthinkable that the biased accounts, the myths and 
the fictions which have for the past sixty years passed for the truth 
shall always keep up the masquerade, and disgrace the name of history. 

The volumes under review, each in its own way, make their con- 
tribution to the literature respecting that era. Sometimes they clarify 
a point or furnish a useful fact, at others they mar and further confuse 
the historical record, but all of them may in some manner prove useful 
to future investigators. 


I. 


ANDREW JOHNSON, PLEBIAN AND PATRIOT. 


(1) 


This book evidences a considerable amount of research, and undoubt- 
edly the author has great enthusiasm for his subject. “The Old Com- 
moner” as Judge Winston calls Andrew Johnson, is clearly his hero. 
There is no doubt whatever that Andrew Johnson has been done an 
injustice in the historical writings since the War Between the States, 
especially when compared with Lincoln and Grant, Stevens and Sum- 
ner and the radicals of the North generally. He was not as bad as 
these, but he was not as good as Judge Winston paints him. This 
book as a brief for a client, a sort of lawyer’s argument, will help 
to offset the hostile and unjust things said of him, and thus enable the 
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aay of a balance in correction of the injustice done his name and 
ame. 

The ablest part of the book is that wherein is portrayed Johnson’s 
conflict with the rump and radical Congress which he had upon his 
hands upon his accession to the Presidency. Taken as a whole it would 
be difficult to imagine a more lawless, malignant, vindictive, malicious 
body sitting in the name of a representative assembly than that group, 
which included Thad Stevens, Charles Sumner, Ben Wade, Beast But- 
ler, Boutwell, Ames and others of their ilk. 

It is to Johnson's credit that he was unwilling after he became Presi- 
dent to go the lengths the Radicals desired to go, though before that 
time he had been quite as extreme as the most violent. But during 
his Presidency the courage, from whatever source it sprung, and what- 
ever his motives—and they were not unmixed, with which he fought 
them is deserving of high praise. In telling this part of the story 
Judge Winston is at his best. 


(11) 


But to say that this volume will help to undo the wrong which his- 
tory has done Andrew Johnson, is not to say that it is a model biog- 
raphy, or without grievous defects. Far from it. 

The work is, in part, largely compilation; and gives contradictory 
views and irreconcilable positions almost with equal approval, quite, it 
seems, without appreciation of their contrariety and without any con- 
demnation of the devious course of conduct, certainly in Johnson, which 
they indicated. 

The Judge in his zeal and in order to make a complete patriot of 
his plebian hero hardly maintains a high level of historical and logical 
writing. He comes perilously near, in some parts of his book, of 
falling into the group who are determined to attain an end, and for 
that purpose employ any means—and to justify the means by sophistry. 

Andrew Johnson’s offense against the constitutional, legal and moral 
rights of the Southern States and the Southern people was very great. 
It was as great in a part of his career as was that of any of the Rad- 
icals with whom he broke in after years—and even in those later years 
his offense was of the same kind, as that of the extremest Radicals—it 
only differed in degree. 

Johnson is held up in season and out, as a supporter of “the Union.” 
He makes that claim for himself and Judge Winston makes it for him, 
almost innumerable times. But their use of the term is the merest 
sophistry, they make of it a catch phrase, meaning anything or nothing 
as suits their purpose. And it is in this connection, throughout the 
volume that Judge Winston appears as a lawyer and an author in an 
unenviable light. He discloses a muddled and unclear conception of 
“the Union” and a lack of appreciation of its dependence on the Con- 
Stitution in such passages as this: “Dear as was the Homestead to 
Johnson, strong as was his opposition to the Wilmot Proviso and other 
measures invading the Constitutional rights of the South, love of the 
Union was dearer and stronger than these.” 

Let us for a moment examine the implications of such a statement. 
There was no Union except the Union under the Constitution. The 
Union was created by—was the creature of—the Constitution. So, 
therefore, if one speaks of “the Union,” he must be understood to be 
speaking of the Constitutional Union, unless notice is given that the 
term is used in some other sense. So far as Andrew Johnson and 
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Judge Winston’s treatment are concerned, the term could in fact and 
in truth have no other legitimate meaning. So understood, Johnson’s 
claim, and Judge Winston’s claim that he stood by, pleaded for, loved 
and supported the Union are not true. 

What are the facts? To begin with Johnson did, at least by words 
and his vote, for a time support the Constitution and the Union. Thus 
Judge Winston says: “That the North should bow to the Constitution 
and return run-away slaves . . . to their masters, thereby obeying the 
Supreme Court, Andrew Johnson stoutly maintained.” 

And he quotes Johnson: “Let us agree to abide by the Constitution 
of the country and have no more compromises . . . we have compromised 
and conservatized until there is hardly any Constitution left.” 

The Dred Scott decision held that slavery was guaranteed by the 
Constitution and was beyond the control of Congress. In conformity 
with his contention thus judicially declared, and which should have 
settled the matter for all times, in February, 1860, Jefferson Davis 
offered resolutions which declared “that neither Congress nor a ter- 
ritorial legislature has the power to annul the constitutional right of 
citizens to take slaves into the common territory, but it is the duty 
of the Federal Government to afford to slaves as to other species of 
property the needful protection,” and Andrew Johnson voted for those 
resolutions. When, however, the test came Johnson sided with the 
anti-slavery faction of the North, 

Johnson’s position was that the North ought to respect the consti- 
tutional rights of the Southern States, but the absurd part of it is that 
he was willing, if it would not, to join with the North in violating 
those rights, rather than with the South in defending them. And if as a 
result of the illegal, unconstitutional course of the North, the Union 
were disrupted, the fault he would lay at the door of the South! 

A more absurd, illogical, unjust attitude it is impossible to imagine. 

With the Constitution repudiated at the North, with the decisions 
of the Supreme Court defied by the Northern States and Northern 
people; with Congress enacting laws “invading the constitutional rights 
of the South,” with the Constitutional Union thus repudiated and de- 
stroyed—even according to Judge Winston’s book—there was still— 
according to Judge Winston—in Johnson a love of something which was 
og and stronger than these”—which Judge Winston terms “the 

nion !” 

Such a confused, contradictory, unintelligible conception of “the 
Union” is unworthy of anyone who aspires to write a book. 

Judge Winston owes us another book, to tell us what is his and 
Johnson’s meaning of the term “the Union,” since they clearly and 
indisputably do not use the term with the meaning of “the Consti- 
tutional Union.” 

Despite Johnson’s complete change of front on the Constitutional 
question, Judge Winston in a loose and sophistical treatment and by 
wholly unwarranted assertion claims that Johnson was always con- 
sistently for the Constitution and the Union. But it is a vain en- 
deavor. The fact is that Johnson, whatever the cause or the motive 
entirely reversed his position, and instead of defending the constitu- 
tional rights of the Southern States and the Southern people, became one 
of the bitterest, most ruthless, despotic and even malignant invaders 
of those rights. 

Few historians have appeared to greater disadvantage than does the 
Judge in his treatment of this phase of his subject. It attains neither 
the dignity nor strength of an historical or legal treatment. His po- 
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sition is that if a disruption of the Union resulted because the North 
did what it had no right to do, the blame would be, nevertheless, upon 
the South. Andrew Johnson might side with those who refused “to 
bow to the Constitution” and who refused to obey the Supreme Court— 
yea he might labor and fight with them against the Constitution and 
the Constitutional Union, yet to Judge Winston, and throughout his 
book, he is always and invariably for the Constitution and the Union! 

The Union was disrupted in just that way; because the North refused 
to abide by the Constitution, and insisted upon recognizing as in force 
only such provisions of it as it wished, repudiating and ignoring the rest. 
How then, in the name of historical truth, can Judge Winston justify 
his course in charging the responsibility for disrupting the Union against 
the South? Yet that he does, over and over throughout his book. 

A more wicked injustice to the South it would be hard to imagine. 
A position less true or more unfair could not be taken by the most biased 
Northerner. He is less fair and accurate about this business than the 
son of Harriet Beecher Stowe, for Dr. Charles Edward Stowe de- 
clared that it was “perfectly evident that there was a great rebellion, 
but—the rebels were the Northerners, and—those who defended the Con- 
stitution—were the Southerners,” and he added “They”, the Southerners, 
“certainly had on their side the Constitution and the laws of the land.” 

Judge Winston sees fit throughout his volume to refer to the South- 
erners as “rebels”, and to declare that they were fighting to destroy the 
Union and the Constitution. 

Judge Winston uses in his volume an expression which seems to fit 
his own case “Yankeeized Southerner”. He is no true Southerner in 
the sense of fairly portraying the Southern side of the question which 
he discusses. No one would desire him to give a biased account favor- 
able to the South; but surely no true Southerner should give a biased 
account against the South. The Judge seems a little afraid that he may 
be suspected of being a Southerner, as he dates and subscribes his 
preface at “Williamstown, Mass.,” although we have been under the im- 
pression that he has been a life long resident of North Carolina. 


Even Northerners, some of them at least, are giving us a fairer ver- 
sion of things than Judge Winston gives. For example, Albert Bush- 
nell Hart, the Harvard professor, records in a recent work the frank 
admission that the Northerners were the subverters of the Constitution, 
for they deliberately passed laws with the avowed purpose and design 
of subverting the Constitution of the United States, and of rendering 
its provisions and the laws passed pursuant thereto of no effect. 

The Southerners on the other hand upheld and supported the Con- 
stitution in everye respect, and merely insisted that the Northerners do 
the same. And when the Northern States refused to do so—refused to 
live under the Constitution as it was made, and secured control of the 
government and inaugurated another policy, and made war upon the 
Southern States for the purpose of making them accept a different con- 
stitutional status, the Southern States banded together to preserve and 
perpetuate the true principles of the Constitution. 

In this State of things to attempt, as Judge Winston does, to put the 
blame for the disruption of the Union upon the South is a monstrously 
wicked thing to do. 

Andrew Johnson repudiated his former positions solemnly taken, 
changed his affiliations and joined in the war upon the South with those 
who burned copies of the Constitution, and who denounced and damned 
it as a league with death and a covenant with hell. And yet throughout 
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his work Judge Winston portrays Johnson as devoted to the Constitu- 
tion, and to the preservation of the Union. 

Judge Winston seems to have a fatal facility for not stating the 
Southern position upon the multitudinous questions disturbing the era of 
which he writes. He nowhere takes occasion, for example, to challenge 
the falsehoods current about the Fugitive Slave Laws. These were all 
+e the North mendaciously represented as passed by the Southern 

tates. 

The untruthfulness of this charge is easily apparent to anyone of 
honest mind who gives a moment’s reflection to the matter. The South- 
ern States never at any time could have passed those laws. It was the 
votes of the Slave-trading, if not Slave-holding North which passed this 
legislation in aid of their business, just as the North—New England by 
unanimous vote—prevented the Constitution of 1787 from instantly 
putting an end to the slave traffic, but postponed for twenty-one years 
the right of Congress to even consider ending that traffic! Virginia 
and other States voted to end it instantly in 1787—just as Virginia had 
through her whole colonial existence attempted to do—but was forbidden 
by England—and just as Virginia as a State actually did in 1778, in the 
midst of the Revolution, and immediately after declaring her inde- 
pendence of England. 

Judge Winston never has time, for a page or two, however pertinent 
it might be, to present the Southern side of such questions. 

Not only does Judge Winston not approve or justify the Southern 
position, he nowhere adequately or fairly states it. He does in one place 
say that “Though Johnson had often voted and acted with the North, 
he knew that the North was as blameworthy as the South.” Nowhere 
does he record the flaming truth that the North was the aggresesor 
against the laws, against the Constituion, against the integrity of the 
Union, and against the South, and that its course, now generally ad- 
mitted by those entitled to an opinion to have been a lawless, indefensi- 
ble course, made it the guilty party to the war. 

It is unfortunate that Judge Winston writes from the viewpoint he 
does—it is not the Southern viewpoint, and does not in this writer’s 
opinion represent what Southerners generally conceive to be the correct 
viewpoint. Probably his environment was such as to preclude that possi- 
bility, for during the carpet-bag days his father, it is said, was not in 
line with the Democratic control of the Southern States. Some years 
ago Judge Winston wrote a magazine article critical of the South and 
earned some cheap applause from that element of the North which de- 
lights to hear the South criticized. 

In his book on Johnson, it is not difficult, it is believed, to detect a 
disposition to play to the gallery of Northerners. One reader aptly de- 
scribed the Judge as an “Esau writer.” 

As to Lincoln, who is constantly injected into the story, Judge Win- 
ston follows the beaten path of Northern partisans and Republican 
propagandists. He professes to believe Lincoln was divinely appointed 
to save the Union. But he makes himself ludicrous by such statements 
as this: “Though divinely appointed to save the Union, Mr. Lincoln, 
at that time, had not found himself.” 

It must have been a very fallible divinity which appointed Mr. Lincoln 
to save the Union, but left him to grope around in error, hopping from 
one side of a question to the other and making mistake after mistake 
while trying to find himself. 

And again he writes: “In 1862, to save the Union, Lincoln had torn 
the Constitution to shreds and put men in jail without the semblance of 
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law,” and he asks whether “in December, 1865—after the war was over, 
would | he have trampled on the Constitution to save the Republican 
rty.’ 
<_< can be little doubt of the correct answer to that question, since 
Lincoln was first, last and always the politician. He changed sides on 
almost every question as the political winds veered. He held that “great 
politicians ought always to deceive the people,” and a cardinal principle 
of his conduct through life, that of “cheating the law” in case of neces- 
sity, was announced in his earliest campaign—that for the legislature, 
to help make laws—to be “cheated” thereafter as occasion might re- 
quire. 


(III) 


Judge Winston seems so intent upon doing Johnson justice that he has 
overdone the job. He praises inordinately, and when the facts are 
against his hero, he is ever ready with an apology or an excuse. Thus 
when he has to admit that Johnson was attempting to ride two horses 
at the same time—traveling in opposite directions—he views it as only 
the result of having been thrown into confusion “by circumstances be- 
yond his control.” 

It is difficult to follow Judge Winston in his course of endeavor to 
prove consistency in the course pursued by Johnson. His course was 
anything but consistent. We hear him counseling: “Let us agree to 
abide by the Constitution of the country and have no more com- 
promises.” He admitted the Dred Scott decision was sound; he voted 
for the Jefferson Davis Resolutions; he was willing, so Judge Winston 
declares, “to protect slavery as property ;” he protested against the Per- 
sonal Liberty laws of the North, and declared they violated the Con- 
stitution and invaded the constitutional rights of Southern people; he 
over and over insisted that the North was defying the Constitution. 

He owned slaves, and continued to own them during the war, and 
Judge Winston states that he bitterly complained when the Confederates 
captured and confiscated them; it was at his suggestion that Tennessee 
was excluded from Lincoln’s emancipation proclamation. 

The facts do not seem to justify the view that the primary motive 
Johnson had in making war on the Southern people was his interest in 
setting the slaves free. Judge Winston shows that to begin with John- 
son and his tailor shop gang at Greenville were supporting the institu- 
tion of slavery. In Congress Johnson made a great speech, pointing out 
that “But for the protection of slavery in the Constitution . . . the 
Southern slave States would not have come into the Union, and there 
could have been no United States.” Upon the delivery of this speech 
Sam Milligan, the most trusted of the tailor shop crowd, wrote him ap- 

roving his position and told him “not to try to justify slavery by the 


ible but by the laws of nature . . . Slavery advances civilization be- 
cause it improves the ignorant, vicious negro, who can be thus and thus 
only used.’ 


Such continued to be Johnson’s views—always, probably. 

He opposed Lincoln’s election, but when he thought he saw the ma- 
jority veering that way he promptly turned his coat, or changed his 
suit (which, being a tailor he could do with facility) and got on the 
band wagon. Doubtleses one of the circumstances which weighed most 
heavily with Johnson, in changing front, position and parties, was that 
he thought it would afford him an opportunity to humiliate the aristo- 
crats, the upper classes of Tennessee, which he hated with a bitter hatred. 
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He did not like to be with them even when they were right. He would 
rather be wrong and fight against them, than right and fight with them. 
Such was, very probably, not far from Johnson’s state of mind. 

Johnson was bitter toward persons of better estate—aristocrats. And 
that bitterness was a large part of stock in trade for securing political 
preferment. He early developed an ambition for place and power, and 
it being apparent that the lower classes were in the majority it was not 
difficult for him to see in them the readiest means for achieving his am- 
bition. While Judge Winston does not so declare, in so many words, it 
is not difficult to conclude that especially in the early years of his 
political struggles his course was tainted by demagoguery. 

Judge Winston testifies that there was “no truer, no braver man than 
Governor Harris” of Tennessee. So bitter was Johnson against the 
class above him that Governor Harris said of him: “If Johnson were 
a snake he would hide himself in the grass and bite the heels of the 
children of rich people.” 

But no time need be taken to argue the inconsistencies of Johnson. 
Looking back over his career it is easy to see that he was ambitious for 
preferment, with a consciousness of social inferiority which made it im- 

ssible for him to have a broad and catholic viewpoint. He was in 

is secret heart bitter toward his betters, even if he sometimes concealed 
the extent of it, as a matter of expediency. He sought to rise and 
have place and power; not for the general good, if that term be used in 
an all inclusive sense, but, as he conceived, for the general good of the 
more numerous class—which so far as he was concerned were about all 
that need be given consideration. As for the rest, he desired place and 
position, in order that he might put his foot upon the neck of that group 
and class, the contemplation of whose good fortune, gentility and cul- 
ture, aroused his ire, and galled his self-conceit. 

Some there may be who will deny this, and point to acts of kindness 
and generosity to members of this class. These may be admitted. He 
was capable of such acts on occasions. Once he had subdued and 
humiliated his victim, he might be gracious, but it was usually a selfish 
gesture even so. It fed his vanity to be able to be patronizing or con- 
descending. Amd most such acts were of a character to help further 
his ends, or to gratify his vanity. 

To achieve place and power he was almost devoid of political convic- 
tions. He ran the gamut of political parties. First he was a Democrat, 
then a Republican, then in the midst of the war, in order to fool a lot 
of Northerners into leaving the Democratic Party, and to add a strength 
to Lincoln’s ticket which it would not have had under the label of Re- 
publican, he became a member of the “National Union” party—and 
last of all in his old age, when he could no longer hope for the nomina- 
tion of either of the regular parties he ran as an Independent. 


(IV) 


When Johnson changed parties and turned against the South at the 
beginning of the war, his attitude of hostility to her people and her in- 
stitutions, his bitterness of soul, the extremity of his language and of 
his actions as well, fully measured up to what the most radical of the 
Radicals could have wished. 

But, Johnson was a politician first and last, and a “wily old politician” 
at that. He kept his ear to the ground, and his eyes open to detect the 
direction the political breeze was blowing. 

In the campaign of 1860 he stumped Tennessee for the Breckenridge 
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and Lane ticket, but when Lincoln was elected, within sixty days “he 
was a “Lincolnite’.” His abandonment of the South and all the princi- 
ples he had theretofore professed did the Southern cause incalculable 
harm. It disconcerted the opponents of disunion at the North, and 
caused many of the weak-kneed to go over to the Radicalism of Lin- 
coln. The Lincoln followers declared “the best politician in America had 
deserted the South and joined the Union.” And it was a treasonable 
desertion; and was denounced all over the South as “infamous” and 
“damnable.” 

Those who think that the revolutionizing of our government by the 
Rebels of the North, led by Lincoln, was a fortunate thing for the 
body politic, who are grateful that the Constitution was destroyed, the 
federacy of States destroyed, the “Union” destroyed and a new and 
revolutionized Constitution forced upon the country by arms, and that a 
Northern nation, supreme and sovereign, was created in the place of the 
Federacy of ‘States, have much for which to thank Andrew Johnson, 
for it is not only conceivable, but highly probable, that his course in 
Tennessee immediately before and during the war, was the factor which 
ultimately resulted in the overthrow of the Confederacy. The capturing 
of Tennessee, or the part of it that was overrun by his despotic, lawless 
methods, drove a wedge into the side of the Confederate States, which 
made a grievous wound. 

But this much may be fairly said of Johnson: In his conflict with 
the Radical Congress, which refused the readmission of the States, and 
refused to allow them to govern themselves, but treating them as con- 
quered territories, turned them over to the carpet-baggers, he appears to 
considerable advantage. But his position in that controversy is not to be 
accounted for entirely on the score of humane consideration of the 
South. In considerable part it was his jealousy for his prerogatives, 
= his love of the exerecise of power, which steeled him for the con- 

ict. 

Likewise, a comparison of the administration of the Presidency by 
Johnson with the shame and infamy of the Grant administration, is so 
favorable to Johnson as to incline one to excuse many of his short- 
comings. 


II. 
THE TRAGIC ERA 


The Tragic Era is so good in its exposition of the diabolism of Car- 
pet-baggery and of the party which created and maintained that era, 
that it is impossible not to praise the book; but it is so bad in its 
omissions, in not truthfully portraying Lincoln’s part in the responsibility 
for the whole terrible tragedy that it is impossible to refrain from 
severe censure of Mr. Bowers for this failure. 


(1) 


As an expose of the purpose of the Northern States to destroy the 
South and its civilization, this book presents facts which are devastating 
of the respectability of those responsible for the era. In his preface 
Mr. Bowers, speaking in the historical present tense, says: “Never 
have American public men in responsible positions, directing the destiny 
of the Nation, been so brutal, hypocritical and corrupt.” This is, really, 
the facts considered, a restrained putting of the case. The story he 
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tells amply justifies this statement of his preface. There is one fault 
which may be found with it. The censure is not only upon “American 
public men in responsible positions,” but upon those who put them in 
the “responsible positions” and whose views were reflected, and whose 
desires translated into action, by them. The story he tells is not only 
the story of the degradation and disgrace of Ames, Ashley, Babcock, 
Bingham, Blaine, Bast Butler, Cameron, Chandler, Conklin, Garfield, 
Hayes, Julian, Logan, Morton, Schurz, Sheridan, Sherman, Stanton, 
Sumner, Wade, Grant, and their ilk in the public service—they appear 
in truly sorry plight—but it is the story of the moral bankruptcy, the 
vicious malignity of the majority of the North who kept these creatures 
in place and power. 

Mr. Bowers said that the narrative would make “many statutes in 
public squares and parks seem a bit grotesque,” and the claim is amply 
justifieed by the tale his volume tells. 

But shocking as is the disclosure which Mr. Bowers makes, as terrible 
as is the story he tells, yet it can be truthfully said “the half has not 
been told” even yet. His book is by no means a complete, exhaustive 
or definitive treatment of the Carpet-bag Era. 

It is rather in the nature of a cross-section of the South at the time 
using principally for the purpose of the portrayal North Carolina, South 
Carolina and Louisiana. The terrible stories of other sections are barely 
mentioned; of Virginia, for example, and the tragedy of Tennessee, 
under Brownlow and his brigands is scarcely hinted at. 

Moreover, although considerable mention is made of North Carolina, 
it does seem that space should have been found to mention such persons, 
on the one hand, as for example James E. Boyd, who for his part with 
the Carpet-baggers was rewarded with a Federal Judgeship, and who is 
said to have been the counterpart of Thomas Dixon’s infamous char- 
acter, “The Traitor,” and on the other hand men such as Augustus 
Merrimon, who had such an able and conspicuous part in the impeach- 
ment of Holden. 


If The Tragic Era treats incompletely the facts as respects the South, 
it is less complete in portraying the bankruptcy of morality and decency 
at the North. 

On this score one able Northern critic has complained because, “Mr. 
Bowers’ eye is cast mainly below the Potomac. In his discussion of 
the sordid abominations of Reconstruction he piles up documents with 
relentless industry, but when it comes to what went on simultaneously 
in the North he is not so copious. Such half fabulous frauds as Henry 
Ward Beecher get only a few tart words, and there is next to nothing 
about the thieveries and oppressions which begat the industrialism of 
today.” “Mr. Bowers,” continues this writer, “is concerned primarily 
with the robbery and debauchery which went on in the conquered states 
immediately after war. 

“There are few parallels to the story in the history of civilized man. 
The ancients, butchering their defeated foes out of hand, were relatively 
humane. It remained for 100% Americans to invent the scheme of first 
disarming them and then starving and loothing them, of setting savages 
upon them, or cruelly and deliberately reducing them to desperation and 
despair. It was American soldiers in uniform,” commanded by Presi- 
dent Grant, “the most glorious of American captains”, and his bar- 
barian lieutenants, such as General Sheridan in Louisiana, backing the 
President’s Carpet-bag-brother-in-law Casey “who carried out that 
chivalrous business.” 
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—— the fact be remembered by exuberant patriots whenever the flag 
goes y.” 

Among the details supplied by Mr. Bowers is the interesting fact that 
“when, at the height of the saturnalia, certain tender-minded Northern- 
ers protested against it on grounds of humanity, the Northern Methodist 
bishops demanded that the whip be laid on with unabated ferocity.” 


(II) 


But, as already indicated, if Mr. Bowers’ book is almost superlatively 
good in part, it is unhappily bad in at least one aspect. 

On the subject of Lincoln he discloses either lamentable ignorance or 
a, lack of courage, as it seems to us. He strikes a false note on this 
subject in the very beginning of his volume, indeed in the naming of 
it, in the sub-title he chose. The title is: The Tragic Era; The Revo- 
lution After Lincoln. By “the tragic era” he means the days of the 
Carpet-baggers. A more accurate title could have been chosen, as, for 
example: The Tragic Era; The Triumph of Lincoln’s Revolution. 

And again in his preface where he assumes in Lincoln’s behalf that 
he was committed to a “conciliatory and wise policy,” he strikes the 
same false note. 

When Lincoln led a faction to victory, and entered the White House 
with his philosophy of “cheating the law,” which he enlarged into 
“cheating the laws and the Constitution,” and with his further tenet that 
great politicians ought always to fool the people; and when in doing 
both he “kicked the Constitution into the cellar,” seized all the powers 
and functions of the government by reveolutionary means, and converted 
the machinery of government into a “miserable despotism,” and made ean 
unconstitutional and therefore treasonable war upon the Southern States, 
he became the moral author of the tragic era, and Mr. Bowers’ great 
offense is in not so treating him in his volume. 

Mr. Bowers must know that most of the “history” written about 
Lincoln is false and fabulous. 

He knows that the Lincoln of the school books is a myth and a 
fiction. Why then did he side-step the opportunity to record a protest 
against false propaganda, and to make a plea for the truth? 

The Lincoln propaganda has poisoned the very well-springs of truth 
respecting the War Between the States. The vicious and distorted ver- 
sion of our history is the chief stock in trade of a certain group of 
politicians. 

One of the weaknesses of Mr. Bowers’ book is that he not only does 
nothing to repudiate and denounce these fictions, but he, tacitly at least, 
accepts them as facts. In writing the way he has done, from whatever 
considerations, Mr. Bowers has, in this writer’s opinion, done the cause 
of truth incalculable harm. 

He has fallen into the snare of the Republican propagandists and their 
allies, the Lincoln mythmakers and falsifiers of history. He has failed 
to repudiate with vigor the propaganda which has befouled the printing 
presses and falsified school books until it is almost impossible for one, 
even if honestly seeking the truth, not to be misled. He must know 
that children in their young and innocent years are filled full of false- 
hoods about Lincoln and the “Rebellion” against the Union. Lincoln is 
held up as the preserver of the Union and of the Federal Government; 
while the truth is that Lincoln headed the group and was put in power 
largely by the forces which preached disunion, and declared the Con- 
stitution “a league with death and a covenant with hell.” Lincoln and 
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the Republican party did not preserve the Constitutional Union, or the 
Federal Government, but wrecked and destroyed the Constitutional 
Union, overthrow the Federal Government, repudiated utterly the 
Federative features fully recognized, and intended to be made secure by 
the Constitutional fathers, and substituted instead a “consolidated despot- 
ism.” 

Chase said, with the authority of Lincoln’s administration that the 
Northern States would not fulfill their Constitutional obligations, and in 
that position were determined to have their way, as they had the num- 
bers and the power so to do. : 

To talk about preserving the Union, and at the same time repudiating 
the Constitution is, of course, utterely silly; and though Lincoln and 
the Republican party repudiated the Constitution, and destroyed the 
Constitutional Union, yet it is claimed for them that they desereve the 
credit for “preserving the Union.” Mr. Bowers should have called the 
Linconophiles and the Republican party to a stern accounting, and re- 
buked with indignation their perversions of the truth. 

Mr. Bowers was writing a book pre-eminently of politics; it deals with 
great political movements, in a great political era. While 2n historian, 
his histories have been of politics and political personages. So accord- 
ing to the standards which he has set for himself there was no reason 
why he should not have entered fully into the political aspects of this 
business. There was not only no reason why he should not have done 
so, but every reason why he should have done so to the extent neces- 
sary to show the course of events ,and the reasons and motives behind 
them, and the personages responsible therefore, during the particular 
period portrayed. 

_ His omission to do so was an historical blunder and a political calam- 
ity. 

However much satisfaction Mr. Bowers’ book gives as an expose of 
the events of the era of the Carpet-baggers, and of the motives and 
purposes of those behind, the political and governmental machinery of 
that period, the volume is, so far as this reviewer has been able to 
ascertain, widely criticised for its deficiencies, omissions or evasions, 
especially because of either his ignorance of Lincoln history, or his 
pro-Lincoln attitude. 

Two principal views seem to be held on the subject; one a wish, in 
view of his attitude, that Mr. Bowers had avoided the Lincoln topic 
entirely; another a wish that he had been equipped and had been willing 
to treat it adequateley. Coupled with both of these is usually the dis- 
position to excuse him for his failure, in view of the major service 
which he has rendered in showing up the blackness of the infamy of 
the Republican party, the Republican administration, and the unspeak- 
able lowness and villainy of the Carpet-baggers. 

While conceding Mr. Bowers all that is his due for this service, it is 
difficult to excuse his course. It was, as it seems to me, a weak and 
uncourageous course to pursue. 


(IIT) 


The Linconophiles in effect gleefully proclaim that the historical 
offenses of the past seventy years cannot be punished and the truth 
vindicated. They feel that the teeming tons of books, the millions of 
sheets in which the false is proclaimed to be the true, are so numerous, 
so widely scattered, so genereally read, and their accounts so per- 
sistently repeated that the false version is secure. Some years ago, a 
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mouthpiece of this faction exclaimed: ‘Where now is the man so rash 
as to warmly criticise Abraham Lincoln.” 

Mr. Bowers was not so rash, but otheres have been honest enough to 
do it, if that be called rashness, and some of them are from the North. 

One Northern writer had blazed the way, which it is unfortunate Mr. 
Bowers did not follow. 

Mr. Paul S. Whitcomb, of Vermont stock, and a resident of Oregon, 
has said some very true things of Lincoln, which, doubtless, the Lin- 
conophiles will think are verey harsh. Thus he says of Lincoln: 

“He had played fast and loose with the questions of slavery and 
secession without contributing anything original or constructive to the 
discussion, and what he said only served to further agitate the South and 
to so compromise his own public position as to make secession inevitable 
when the Black Republicans came into power.” 

“With regard to the slaves he appealed from their legal status to the 
‘higher law’, but with regard to secession and the rights of the free and 
highly civilized white people of the South he argued their rights on the 
basis of those maxims of despotism which were invented for the ex- 
press purpose of denying to the people their rightful liberties. He 
argued that the principles of the Declaration of Indepenedence applied 
to the negro, but denied that they applied to the free white inhabitants 
of the States in whose favor they were originally promulgated.” 

“Washington based the Union upon the democratic principle of free 
consent. Lincoln ridiculed the basis of democracy, spoke of it as ex- 
ceedingly thin and airy, likened it to a free love arrangement, and 
asserted that force was the only scund basis of government. He ap- 
pealed from the basis of democracy to the basis of despotism, from the 
ballot to the bullet.” 

And Mr. Whitcomb proclaims the shocking fact that: 

“It was Lincoln who committed treason and not the States. Lincoln 
overthrew eleven sovereign States and State Governments, which even 
according to Webster were the equal of the Federal Government.” 

And again he tells the merciless truth when he declares that: 

“Unionists would deny that two times two make four if it were 
necessary to vindicate the Civil War. To them no statement of principle 
is valid in favor of the independence of the South and against the War. 
Secession itself is a true principle when exercised in favor of the Union 
as Lincoln declared in the case of the secession of forty-nine counties of 
Old Virginia.” 

And yet again: 

“War was no more a righteous method of perpetuating the Union 
than it would have been a righteous method of originally forming the 
Union. It was no more a righteous method of keeping the Southern 
States inside the Union than it would be a righteous method for bring- 
ing Canada into the Union or the United States into the League of 
Nations. The end does not justify the means.” 

Another scholarly historian, Dr. Philip G. Auchampaugh, a Northern 
man, a New Yorker, now a resident of Minnesota, declares that: 

Lincoln, instead of preserving the Union, destroyed “the whole fabric 
and theory of government handed down by the Fathers.” 

And still another distinguished Northern lecturer and writer, Dr. A. 
W. Littlefield, of Boston, has this to say: 

“*‘The South tried to divide the Country; Lincoln saved it’—that’s the 
erroneous notion in these parts still. Nobody up here, with very few 
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exceptions, understands that the South tried to save Federalism and the 
Constitution of the Fathers as against Imperialism and the Constitution 
of the Protectionists. The South, though defeated, really saved to 
America, and as we now see to the world—all that was best in American 
Nationality—the Constitution of the Confederacy furnishes ample proof 
of that. Lee’s shrine at Lexington, not Lincoln’s tomb, will become the 
shrine of American patriotism, when once history is told correctly!” 

These men speak the eternal truth. They have not possibly spoken 
to so large an audience as Mr. Bowers spoke to through The Tragic 
Era. But they have recorded the truth, and it will prevail. 

The myth of Lincoln’s goodness is a political fraud. Mr. Whitcomb 
says: “The indiscriminate and uncritical eulogies which have been 
heaped upon Lincoln have been pronounced in the face of all but the 
most superficial facts and as though all the rest of the world was com- 
posed of brutes, knaves and folls. There is no evidence that Lincoln 
was any more honest, kind, accommodating or sagacious than the ordi- 
nary run of men.” 

As a matter of truth it is difficult not to conclude that Lincoln had 
the heart of a barbarian, for he declared that the “possible consequences 
of insurrection or massacre in the Southern States” would not deter him 
from his course; and the Northerner, Charles Francis Adams, Jr., de- 
clared that the doctrine that there must be no humanity in war became 
the accepted doctrine of the Northern States, during the latter part of 
the war under the “tender hearted” (!) Lincoln. 

The demagogic art which Lincoln developed to such high degree, of 
concealing a fallacy in fine or fair words, is well exeemplified in his 
Gettysburg speech—a speech which was a flat failure when delivered, 
but which in its present form appeals to the emotions of the unthinking 
who take no notice of its lack of logic. 


Mr. Bowers might have taken occasion to characterize that gilded 
fraud, as the sophistical, if not hypocritical utterance which it is. Noth- 
ing could be more shamelessly untrue than the assumption in that 
speech that if the South had succeeded, “government of the people, by 
the people, for the people would have perished from the earth.” The 
exact reverse of that is far more nearly true, as Mr. Whitcomb so 
convincingly shows. 

But while there be those who think with satisfaction that the false 
will always be accepted as the true, and that they are safe with their 
fictions, we prefer to believe that the truth will be vindicated. There 
may be the over-timid, as we fear was the case with Mr. Bowers; but 
there are the Whitcombs and the Auchampaughs and the Littlefields, 
courageoeus and unafraid, and their tribe will increase. 

It is about time for a fearleess, truthful portrayal of Lincoln and 
his times. In making that portrayal it will not be difficult to distinguish 
the true from the false; when the time comes, the historian who writes 
comprehensively and veraciously will sweep all this rubbish and twaddle 
into the wastebasket, and begin with original source material and tell 
the story without fear or favor. 


Mr. Bowers had a classic opportunity either to start the writing, or 
at least to demand the writing of a truthful version of Lincoln’s place 
in the era of, and his responsibility for, the war upon the South, the 
repudiation of the Constitution, the over-riding the courts, the destruc- 
tion of the Union, the treasonable overthrow of sovereign states, and 
the wasting of hundreds of thousands of lives in a useless, wicked, 
fratricidal war. 
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Lincoln is the patron saint of the Republican party. That party still 
to a large degree holds the unholy griup upon the country which it got 
during the lawless years of Lincoln’s administration, and profiting by 
the policies which make of the people of the South economically hewers 
of wood and drawers of water for the North, it does not underestimate 
the value of keeping alive the Lincoln fictions and the myths of his 
goodness and greatness. This is illustrated by the keynote speech of the 
school-teacher-Senator Fess, at the last Republican National Convention; 
where Will Rogers (as I now recall) said ‘the way he (Fess) rated 
them was Washington, Roosevelt, Lincoln, God!’ Blasphemy, of course, 
but it serves good political purposes. 

And the Democrat, Claude Bowers, scarcely dissents from the esti- 
mate, if indeed he does not tacitly approve it. There are persons who 
know a good deal of history who have less respect for a Lincoln Demo- 
crat than for a straight-out Republican. 


(To be continued) 


InvpEx To Printep Vircinta GENEALOGIES, INcLUDING Key anp Br- 
LIOGRAPHY. [Compiled and edited by Robert Armistead Stewart.] The 
Old Dominion Press, Richmond, Virginia, 1930; pp. 265. 


The only criticism to be made of Dr. Stewart’s book is his own 
modesty. Some other persons did make a beginning in compiling ref- 
erence slips, but the bulk of the reference making, the editing, checking 
matter compiled already—the whole book in fact is Dr. Stewart’s. People 
everywhere who have Virginia blood in their veins should be grateful to 
= gentleman who initiated the plans for such a book and to Dr. 

tewart. 

The book is simple and easy to use. Where so much source material 
was used, it was necessary to abbreviate the titles of books, magazines, 
etc. The key (to the abbreviations) and the bibliography give full in- 
formation for use in searching these sources. 

After the introductory matter comes, in alphabetical order, the refer- 
ences to the printed genealogies, including all which could be found 
from three generations up. 

Even those who are familiar with printed matter on Virginia gene- 
alogy will be amazed at the extent of Dr. Stewart's collection. It is a 
book which will be indispensible to the professional or lay genealogist. 
It will greatly shorten the labors of the professional and will enable 
many persons who wish to do their own work to carry it out in a much 
more successful way than they have ever done. It will be needed in 
all libraries, by all genealogists and by all who may require biographical 
material in regard to Virginia. 

As an example—a few days ago one owner of this book wished to 
find some material to be used in annotation. He knew that such ma- 
terial existed, but could not recall its exact location and expected to 
spend considerable time out of a busy day looking for this information. 
But just then the “Index” came in and in a minute or two the searcher 
located just what he wanted. 

A glance at the book is the only advertisement needed and it can 
om. ne pene that the arrangement of the book, and its type are alike 
admirable. 
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VIRGINIA HISTORICAL PORTRAITURE 
A Review sy E. G. Swen, LL. D. 


A MEmoriAL VoLuME oF VirGINIA Historicat Portrairure, 1585-1830. 
Edited by Alexander Wilbourne Weddell, F. R. G. S., Litt. D. With 
an introduction by Ellen Glasgow, and a review of early American 
portraiture by Thomas B. Clarke. Richmond, The William Byrd 
Press, Incorporated, 1930. 556 pages, 205 plates, folio. $100.00. 


This volume commemorates an exhibition of contemporary portraits 
of personages associated with the history of Virginia between the years 
1585-1830, held in Virginia House, Richmond, under the auspices of the 
Virginia Historical Society, between April 26 and May 27, 1929. As 
this handsome volume, one of the most remarkable productions of any 
American press in recent years, is the result of the exhibition of por- 
traits, it is most appropriate that we precede our review of the work 
with a history of the inception and direction of the exhibition. To 
Mr. George Cole Scott, of Richmond, a zealous member of the Vir- 
ginia Historical Society, and at present one of the Executive Commit- 
tee of the Society, is due the inception of the idea of gathering in one 
place all the original portraits of Virginians and of those Englishmen 
associated with its history, especially of the Colonial period, so that 
the public might be invited to see them, and by so doing awaken a more 
abiding interest in the subject of Colonial portraiture, not only in Vir- 
ginia but in the nation. Mr. Scott was also aware that in the for- 
midable task of carrying on a correspondence relative to such an ex- 
hibition, in the assembling of the portraits, and in the ideas aroused by 
visitors who came to the exhibition, an ebullition of enthusiasm and 
information would result that would reveal much that was new, correct 
the statements of earlier investigators, and in general reinvigorate the 
whole subject of Colonial portraiture. In this he was not deceived. 
His own enthusiasm was communicated to Mr. Preston Davie, Mr. 
John Stewart Bryan, and Mr. Alexander W. Weddell, who formed 
with Mr. Scott an executive committee, and who jointly provided 
the necessary means for such a laborious undertaking. Since Mr. Scott’s 
idea was to make the exhibition of national rather than of local im- 
portance, as chairman of the local executive committee, he obtained 
the co-operation of the following members of a general committee: the 
Governor of Virginia as Honorary Chairman, the American Ambassador 
in London, the British Ambassador in Washington, the French Am- 
bassador in Washington, the Viscountess Astor, F. Otway Byrd of 
Virginia, Thomas B. Clarke of New York, Richard Crane of Virginia, 
Robert W. De Forest of New York, Miss Helen Frick of New York, 
Fairfax Harrison of Virginia, John F. Lewis of Pennsylvania, John 
Hill Morgan of New York, Rosewell Page of Virginia, James Par- 
melee of Washington, D. C., John Barton Payne of Washington, D. C., 
Lyon G. Tyler of Virginia, and Earl Gregg Swem of Virginia, as Ex- 
ecutive Secretary. At this point it may be remarked how invaluable 
were the collection of photographs of Colonial portraits of Miss Helen 
Frick, the personal galleries of Mr. Thomas B. Clarke and Mr. Preston 
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Davie, and the historical notes of painters which these three had so 
assiduously gathered in the course of many years. The first task of the 
committee was to discover where the portraits were, then to examine 
them, and then to propose to the owners the loan of their paintings for 
a few weeks at Virginia House in Richmond, which had been generously 
offered by Mr. and Mrs. A. W. Weddell for the occasion. With very 
few exceptions, Virginians readily appreciated the importance of the 
exhibition and acquiesced in the loan of their portraits. Another task 
awaited the Committee. Many of the portraits were in need of an 
expert for reconditioning. Some were in the last stages of neglect and 
decay. It was very early manifest that more than half of the portraits 
loaned would have to be reconditioned. The expense of this, which in- 
volved rebacking in many instances, and which reached approximately 
$7,000.00, was borne by the personal contributions of the executive com- 
mittee. The members of the committee with their customary modesty 
have nowhere in this volume called attention to this feature of their 
undertaking. Mr. Charles Xavier Harris, known among all art col- 
lectors for his exact knowledge of early American portraits and 
for his admirable technique in the restoration of portraits, was in- 
duced to move his studio to Virginia House. Here for a year and a 
half his time was devoted entirely to the preparation of the portraits 
for the exhibition. In no small degree therefore was the success of the 
exhibition due to his wonderful enthusiasm and to the tireless attention 
he manifested toward this work. Mr. Weddell, for the committee, in 
this volume, expresses his gratitude to the individuals and institutions 
who generously lent portraits owned by them. That all members of the 
Virginia Historical Society may know the names of those whose lib- 
erality fostered this exhibition, we mention them here: the State of Vir- 
ginia from its collection in the Virginia State Library; William and 
Mary College from its collection in the Library; Mr. Preston Davie of 
New York; National Portrait Gallery of London; Grenville Kane 
Baker of New York; Lucius Wilmerding of New York; Marquess of 
Salisbury; Earl Spencer of Althorp House; Miss E. Winifred Bellamy 
of Plymouth, England; the Skinners Company of London; Magdalene 
College of Cambridge, England; Francis Burton Harrison of Teaninich 
House, Alness, Scotland; Duke of Northumberland; Sir Leonard Bras- 
sey, Bart., of Apethorpe Hall; Mrs. Marshall Langhorne of Washington, 
BD GC: Ge & Arthur Lechmere, Bart., of Bramham Gardens, 
London; Earl De La Warr; William Ziegler, Jr.. of New York; 
Maurice du Pont Lee of Greenwich, Connecticut; Mrs. Rebecca Bolling 
Littlejohn of New York; Cazenove G. Lee, Jr., of Washington, D. C.; 
Mrs. James Harrison Oliver of Shirley, Virginia; J. H. Baring of 
London; Mrs. Grey Skipwith of Richmond; Walter F. Andros of Lon- 
don; Dr. George Bolling Lee of New York; William Sabin of London; 
Mrs. T. C. Tilley of Norfolk, Va.; William Byrd of New York; the 
Misses Stewart of Richmond; Mrs. Stephen Decatur Mayo of Glou- 
cester County, Virginia; Thomas B. Clarke of New York; J. Taylor 
Robinson of Richmond; Coldstream Guards, Victoria Barracks, Wind- 
sor; Mrs. William T. Reed of Richmond; Gerald E. Fauquier of Rock- 
liffe, Ottawa; Herbert L. Pratt of New York; Duke of Beaufort; 
Mrs. Corbin W. Mercer of Richmond; Charles James Murray of Loch 
Carron, Scotland; Mrs. James P. Corbin of Fredericksburg; Mrs. John 
Hill Morgan of New York; Miss Louise McLain Pleasants of Rich- 
mond; Mrs. John A. Coke, Jr., of Richmond; Alexandria-Washington 
Lodge, No. 22, A. F. & A. M., Alexandria, Va.; Washington and Lee 
University; John D. Rockefeller, Jr.; Yale University; Cleveland Mu- 
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seum of Art; Grenville Kane of New York; Mrs. Charles Macgill 
Bridges of Ashland, Virginia; Mrs. Landon C. Bell of Columbus, Ohio; 
George F. Baker, Jr., of New York; Corcoran Gallery of Art; the 
Misses Braxton of Fredericksburg; Mrs. George Alvin Smith of Rich- 
mond; Filson Club of Louisville, Ky.; Mrs. Anne Cropper of Paris, 
France; Dr. John Randolph Page of New York; Lawrence Lee of 
Washington, D. C.; Hampden-Sydney College; Charles Carter Lee of 
Rocky Mount, Virginia; Hon. T. Ashby Wickham of Richmond; Mrs. 
Thomas Nelson Williamson of Richmond; Mrs. George Arnold Frick 
of Baltimore; the Misses Brooke of Richmond; Mrs. Andrew J. Davis 
of Norfolk; The Brook of New York City; University of Virginia; 
Malcolm Bruce of Berry Hill, Virginia; Alexander Smith Cochran of 
New York; Fielding Lewis Douthat; Missouri Historical Society; 
Mrs. Meriwether Lewis Anderson of Richmond; New York Historical 
Society; Henry N. Armistead of Little Rock, Arkansas; John F. 
Lewis of Philadelphia; George P. Coleman of Williamsburg, Virginia; 
Gerard B. Lambert of New York; Henry Carrington Riely of Rich- 
mond; Dr. Lyon G. Tyler; William Henry Venable of Norfolk; Carter 
W. Wormeley of Richmond; William Randolph Hearst of New York; 
Mrs. Claude A. Swanson of Washington; J. S. T. Waters of Baltimore; 
Mrs. Leonard A. Hewett of Louisville, Kentucky; the Misses Talcott 
of Richmond; University of Richmond; James Bruce of New York; 
Mrs. M. W. Shields and P. St. Julien Wilson of Bremo, Virginia; 
Mrs. John Q. Lovell of Baltimore; Dr. Robert Page Cooke of Lex- 
ington, Virginia; Mrs. Robert Carter Randolph of are ees 
Mrs. Frank Griffin of Wawa, Pa.; Mrs. James W. Sharp of Richmond; 
Mrs. Henry R. Miller, Jr., of Richmond; the Misses Weddell of Rich- 
mond; Sydney S. Bradford, Jr., of Catonsville, Md.; Edmund de Veaux 
Bradford of Norfolk, Virginia ; Virginia Theological Seminary; Mrs. 
Bradley S. Johnson of Richmond; Mrs. Robert Lee Traylor of Rich- 
mond; Miss Margaret Cary of Baltimore ; Bowdoin College, Maine, 
and the French Government. 

The great problem of a suitable place for the exhibition was solved, 
as mentioned before, by the gracious offer of Virginia House by Mr. 
and Mrs. Alexander W. Weddell. Their enthusiasm and generosity 
in thus permitting the use of Virginia House deserves the gratitude of 
the thousands of visiturs at the exhibition and of all students of Vir- 
ginia history. Never before in the history of art in this country has 
there been assembled such an extensive and valuable collection of early 
portraits. It is unlikely that any visitor who attended the exhibition 
will live to see again so many original portraits of Washington in one 
place. Such an exhibition merited a volume to commemorate it, to per- 
petuate the portraits by means of reproductions, and to reveal to art 
lovers and historians the new information discovered. We can truly 
observe that the volume fulfills its purpose. That this is so is due to 
the boundless enthusiasm, the unwearying attention, and the ingenuity 
and vision of the editor, Mr. A. W. Weddeil. 

Miss Ellen Glasgow in the introduction has contributed a critical 
survey of the whole group of two hundred portraits. Her observations 
are strikingly fair and unbiased. The presence of a particular portrait 
in the exhibition was in many instances not an evidence of its artistic 
superiority. It was there because it was the only portrait known to 
bel extant of the subject. Its merit consisted in its being an historical 
document, and the only one to be found. Miss Glasgow has written 
from the artist’s point of view, and does not hesitate to express an 
unfavorable judgment where such judgment is demanded; she displays 
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a keen appreciation of portraiture as a phase of art and of portraiture 
as a representation of social life, that is, as history. Since so many of 
the portraits in Virginia of the Colonial period are by Bridges and 
Wollaston, Virginia readers will profit by her discriminating obser- 
vations upon their virtues and defects. Miss Glasgow’s introduction is 
more than what its name signifies; it is a study, and should be perused 
and pondered as such. Following this is a chapter on American Por- 
traiture from 1585 to 1830, by that life-long student and collector of 
early American art, Mr. Thomas B. Clarke of New York. In this 
brief paper he has given the names of American portrait painters, 
their native homes, and the dates of birth and death. To the per- 
plexed collector of early American art, this catalog will always remain 
a vade mecum. It represents the information gleaned by an expert 
in his experience of many years. The main part of the book, and its 
greatest contribution to the history of art and social life, is the collec- 
tion of reproductions of the portraits, arranged chronologically under 
suitable headings. With each portrait is a biographical sketch of from 
one to four pages. Since many readers of this Magazine may not have 
the opportunity of seeing this volume, we are presenting the list of 
portraits reproduced as an appendix to this review. 

In selecting the authors of the biographical sketches the editor has 
exercised excellent judgment. An author was selected for a particular 
biography on account of his well known interest in a certain historical 
period, his special study of the person, his facilities for research in 
neighboring libraries, or his own intimate information from family 
data on the subject. The biographies, if read in sequence, constitute 
a history of Virginia to 1830. We know of no more adequate general 
story of Virginia’s inception, early struggles, and later glorious period 
than will be found in a perusal of these sketches. The contributors 
have been many, and therein lies the value of this feature of the book. 
Their names will be found as an annex to this review. 

In order to provide a complete apparatus for the student who may 
use this volume, the editor has added the following seven appendices: 
A list of Authors of the Biographical Sketches arranged alphabetically ; 
Brief Biographical Sketches of the Artists who are represented by Por- 
traits reproduced in this Volume, prepared by Miss Elizabeth Davenport, 
Miss Eleanor G. Hall and others; A Bibliography of early American 
Portraits and Portrait Painters, prepared by the Division of Bibli- 
ography of the Library of Congress; A Brief Bibliography of Virginia; 
The Chief Administrative Officials of Virginia, 1584-1830; Smith’s 
Map of Virginia; General Index. Of these appendices we must not fail 
to commend the biographies of artists whose portraits have been re- 
produced in the volume. The student who searches into the history of 
colonial art will find in Appendix II much that is new, which has been 
discovered in the necessary handling of the portraits themselves and in 
the re-examination of notes that have been previously collected about 
them; the sketch of Cosmo Medici, a colonial painter of Virginia and 
North Carolina is well worth noting, for he had been entirely unknown 
before this exhibition. Nowhere else will be found so complete a bib- 
liography of early American portraits and portrait painters as in 
Appendix III. An additional reason for insertion of this Appendix 
in this volume is the fact that the titles listed represent in the main 
the books consulted by the editor in the preparation of this book. The 
Brief Bibliography of Virginia, as Appendix IV, is a list of some of the 
general works relating to the Colony and Commonwealth, and repre- 
sents the principal works consulted in the preparation of the biographical 
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sketches of the governors and other distinguished men whose portraits 
are reproduced. We must call the attention of our readers particularly 
to Appendix V, a list of the chief administrative officials of Virginia, 
1584-1830, by Miss Mabel Clare Weaks, of the New York Public 
Library. Strange as it may seem there have been many ambiguities in 
historical works as to the dates of service of the colonial governors 
and of those who may be termed substitute governors. This has arisen 
from the method adopted by some writers of taking the date of a 
governor’s commission as the beginning of his term, others the date 
of his arrival in Virginia, others the date of his arrival in Williams- 
burg or Jamestown, and yet others the date of the first document signed 
by him as governor. There have been other reasons for this uncer- 
tainty which we can not enlarge upon in this place. In writing the 
biographical sketches of the governors which appear in this volume, 
it was necessary to ascertain the dates of appointment and removal, 
but bewildering contradictions appeared in nearly every instance. It 
seemed of immediate importance therefore to the editor to have a 
complete revisal, de novo, of the terms of office of the governors. Miss 
Weaks has spared no effort in examining every source that was avail- 
able in a great library such as the New York Public Library, and it is 
believed that it is as accurate and comprehensive as it is possible at 
this time to make it. There is an occasional discrepancy in a date 
that may never be cleared up until the discovery of additional manu- 
scripts. It is, however, the last word on the subject that patient and 
exhaustive study can produce. Every student of Virginia History is 
indebted to Miss Weaks and to the editor of the volume for this ad- 
mirable and inestimable piece of investigation. Preceding the index is 
a cepretesien of Smith’s Map of Virginia. The copper plate from 
which it is printed was used for the Richmond 1819 edition of Smith’s 
Works, and is now deposited in the Virginia State Library. Such a 
volume, in all other respects so admirable, could close only with a com- 
plete index, and such in fact it does. 

Absolutely necessary in the production of such a monumental work 
was the whole-hearted co-operation of the printer, The William Byrd 
Press, Incorporated, of Richmond, and such co-operation the editor 
always had. The volume is set in Caslon type, principally Monotype; 
the general format, typesetting and letterpress printing, including the 
illustrations, are by The William Byrd Press, Incorporated, Richmond, 
Virginia; the binding in pigskin is done entirely by hand by L. H. 
Jenkins, Incorporated, Richmond, Virginia; the deep-etched 133 line 
screen copper halftones are by the Metropolitan Engraving Company, 
Richmond, Virginia; the paper is Waverly plate, of 75 per cent. rag 
content, especially manufactured for this volume by the Reading Paper 
Mills, Reading, Pennsylvania; the thirteen engraved inserts are printed 
by the Everett Waddey Company, Richmond, Virginia. 

The Virginia Historical Society takes infinite pride in this masterly 
commemorative volume of a wonderful exhibition, sponsored and con- 
summated by its members. 


AutuHors oF BioGRAPHICAL SKETCHES 


Dice Robins Anderson; Henry Watkins Anderson; Mrs. Meriwether 
Lewis Anderson; Matthew Page Andrews; Rosalie Pleasants Archer ; 
Henry M. Armistead; Temple Bodley; Bessie Lee Booker; Kathleen 
Bruce; Philip Alexander Bruce; George Bryan; John Stewart Bryan; 
F. Otway Byrd; James Alston Cabell; Julian Alvin Carroll Chandler ; 
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John Archer Coke, Jr.; Elizabeth Beverley Coleman; Mary Haldane 
Coleman; Robert Powell Page Cooke; Richard Crane; Richard E. 
Cunningham; Preston Davie; Armistead M. Dobie; Hamilton James 
Eckenrode; J. T. Ecker; Percy Scott Flippin; Thomas Benjamin Gay; 
Page Morris Gilbert; Armistead G. Gordon, Jr.; Francis H. Greene; 
Daniel Grinnan; Wilmer L. Hall; Henry Sydnor Harrison; Ada 
Houghton; G. Watson James, Jr.; Dora C. Jett; Robert Carter Jett; 
Nannie Rutherfoord Johnson; Thomas Cary Johnson; Jeannette S. 
Kelly; Cazenove G. Lee, Jr.; Charles Carter Lee; John B. Lightfoot, 
Jr.; Robecca Bolling Littlejohn; Isaac H. Lionberger; Susan M. Lough; 
Mary Maben Lyons; Dumas Malone; Mrs. John Nicholas Martin; Isa- 
bella Harrison Mayo; Henry Read McIlwaine; John Calvin Metcalf; 
Samuel Chiles Mitchell; Andrew Jackson Montague; John Hill Morgan; 
Richard L. Morton; Robert Munford, Jr.; Gabriella Page; John Ran- 
dolph Page; Legh Richmond Page; Rosewell Page; Seargent Smith 
Prentiss Patteson; Thomas Pinckney; Robert Riddick Prentis; Charles 
Russell Robins; Garnett Ryland; Edith Tunis Sale; Conway Whittle 
Sams; Alexander H. Sands; George Cole Scott; Hildreth Dunn Scott; 
Mazyck Wilson Shields; Edward P. Simpkins, Jr.; William Henry 
Tappey Squires; William G. Stanard; Mary Newton Stanard; Judith 
Carrington Stettinius; Robert Armistead Stewart; Mary Dallas Street; 
Elizabeth Schmucker Stubbs; Thomas Jefferson Stubbs, Jr.; Hugh W. 
Sublett; Earl Gregg Swem; Virginia Bagby Taylor; De Courcy W. 
Thom; Beverley Dandridge Tucker; Beverley Randolph Tucker; Henry 
St. George Tucker; Robert Baylor Tunstall; Virginia Lyne Tunstall; 
Lyon Gardiner Tyler; James Elliott Walmsley; J. S. T. Waters; John 
W. Wayland; Alexander W. Weddell; Virginia Chase Weddell; Wiil- 
liam H. Whiting, Jr.; Littleton M. Wickham; Henry T. Wickham; 
Edmund Randolph Williams; Lewis Catlett Williams; James Southall 
ana Jennings Cropper Wise; Maud H. Woodfin; Carter Warner 
ormeley. 


List oF Portraits REPRODUCED 


The Washington Family (frontispiece), by Edward Savage; Eliza- 
beth; Sir Walter Raleigh, 2 portraits by Marcus Gheeraerts and an 
unknown artist; Sir Francis Drake; Sir Richard Grenville ; King 
James I; Robert Cecil, First Earl of Salisbury; Philip Herbert, First 
Earl of Montgomery and Fourth Earl of Pembroke; Henry Wriothesley, 
Third Earl of Southampton; Sir George Somers; Lady Somers; Sir 
Thomas Smythe; Nicholas Ferrar; John Smith; Pocahontas; George 
Percy; Sir Thomas Gates; Henry Frederick, Prince of Wales; Sir 
Edwin Sandys; Thomas West, Third Lord de la Warr; Henry West, 
Fourth Lord de la Warr; Sir William Berkeley; Lady Berkeley; Col- 
onel John Page, The Immigrant; “Captain” Bolling; Richard Lee, The 
Immigrant; Mrs. Richard Lee; King Charles Il; Thomas, Lord Cul- 
peper, Second Lord cg Baron of Thoresway; Edward Hill II 
of Shirley; Mrs. Edward Hill Il, née Williams; Francis Howard, Fifth 
Baron Howard of Effingham; Lady Howard of Effingham; King Wil- 
liam III; James Blair; Sarah Harrison Blair; The Honourable Robert 
Boyle; William Randolph; Mary Isham Randolph; Matthew Page; 
Mary Mann Page; Robert Bolling; Sir Edmund Andros; Daniel Parke; 
Lord George Hamilton, First Earl of Orkney; Edmund Jenings; Philip 
Ludwell II; Hannah Harrison Ludwell; Alexander Spotswood; Mann 
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Page I; Judith Carter Page; William Byrd II; Lucy Parke Byrd; 
Evelyn Byrd; Robert (King) Carter; Judith Armistead Carter; Wil- 
liam Gooch. 

John Robinson, The Speaker; William Anne Keppel, Second Earl of 
Albemarle; Mann Page II; Alice Grymes Page; Thomas Lee, President 
of the Council; Hannah Ludwell Lee; Lewis Burwell; Mary Willis 
Burwell; Robert Dinwiddie; John Campbell, Fourth Earl of Loudoun; 
Warner Lewis; Eleanor Bowles Gooch Lewis; Children of Warner 
Lewis; Francis Fauquier; Sir Jeffrey Amherst, First Baron Amherst; 
Norborne Berkeley, Baron de Botetourt; William Nelson, President of 
the Council; John Murray, Fourth Earl of Dunmore; Richard Corbin; 
William Byrd III; Mary Willing Byrd; Thomas Mann Randolph, The 
Elder; Frances Peyton Tabb; Lucy Gray Briggs; Gray Briggs; Chil- 
dren of the Honourable Philip Grymes; John Page (d. 1780); Jane 
Byrd Page; Washington, by William: J. Williams; Washington, by 
Charles Willson Peale (three portraits) ; Washington, by Gilbert Stu- 
art (four portraits) ; Washington, by John Trumbull; Washington, by 
Joseph Wright; Washington, by Robert Edge Pine; Washington, by 
James Peale; Washington, by Rembrandt Peale; Martha Dandridge 
Custis Washington; Peyton Randolph, The Speaker; Elizabeth Har- 
rison Randolph; Carter Braxton, The “Signer”; Edmund Pendleton; 
Patrick Henry; Arthur Lee; George Rogers Clark; Daniel Boone; 
John Cropper; LaFayette, three portraits, two by Peale, one by La- 
grenée; Thomas Jefferson; Comte de Grasse; Comte de Rochambeau; 
Cyrus Griffin; Benjamin Harrison, The “Signer”; Thomas Nelson, Jr.; 
Richard Henry Lee; Elizabeth Henry Campbell; Samuel Stanhope 
Smith; Henry Lee, Light Horse Harry; James McClurg. 

John Buchanan; John Durburrow Blair, by J. B. Martin after C. 
Thompson; John Durburrow Blair, by C. Thompson; James Madison, 
First Bishop of Virginia; Robert Brooke(?); Henry Tazewell; Doro- 
thea Waller Tazewell; Bushrod Washington; John Marshall, four por- 
traits, by Lambdin, Eichholtz, Martin, and Petticolas; William Wirt; 
John Wickham; Elizabeth McClurg Wickham; Peter Lyons; Francis 
Smith Preston; Sarah B. C. Preston; Robert Douthat; William Clark; 
Julia Hancock Clark; Meriwether Lewis, by St. Mémin, profile; Meri- 
wether Lewis, by St. Mémin, full-length; John Taylor, of Caroline; 
James Madison; Dorothea Payne Todd Madison; Walker Keith Armis- 
tead; James Monroe; John Page (1743-1808); John Randolph of 
Roanoke, three portraits by Stuart, Harding, and Jarvis; William H. 
Cabell; Agnes S. B. Gamble Cabell; John Tyler, Sr.; Abram B. 
Venable; George William Smith; Warner Lewis Wormeley; Peyton 
Randolph, The Younger; Richard Channing Moore, Second Bishop of 
Virginia; James Barbour; Wilson Cary Nicholas; James Patton Pres- 
ton; Thomas Mann Randolph, The Younger; Richard N. Venable; 
Samuel Myers; John Holt Rice; Jonathan P. Cushing; Archibald Alex- 
ander; Addison Hall; James Bruce; Joseph Carrington Cabell; John 
Hartwell Cocke; James Pleasants; John Rogers Codke; William 
Henry Harrison; John Tyler, Jr.; Letitia Christian Tyler; William B. 
Giles, by Chester Harding; Frances Anne Gwynne Giles; William B. 
Giles, by Bass Otis; John Floyd; Jordan Armistead Wright; Littleton 
Waller Tazewell; Anne Stratton Nivision Tazewell; Andrew Broaddus; 
Robert Baylor Semple; William Meade, Third Bishop of Virginia; 
Sarah Coles Stevenson; Edgar Allan Poe (Miniature); Edgar Allan 
Poe, by S. S. Osgood; Edgar Allan Poe (from a daguerreotype). 
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